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- SUMMARY
‘“The purpose~of the excavation described-in thishreport was to determine
if a poﬁder magazine of 1756-1758 dete wasplocated:in Fort Frederick's south-
west and/or'northeast hastions. tovdetermine_how the nagazine or-magezines were
Aconstrhoted if found. and‘to.disoover any other»1756-1758 period oonstructi;n:
'details of the two bastlons. _ |
The archaeologlcal remains datlng most closely to the 1756-1?58 period

consist of a ,number of deposits in the southwest bastion whlch have been tenta-

tively dated as being,deposlted sometime in:the 17§6fc.1770 period. These deposits -

include at least two, and possibly four,. garbage deposits.' The date and extent of

the garbage deposits argue against the bastion haVing been.conpletely filled with
earth during the 1?56-1758 period. as it is believed that not unt11 the Revolu~
tionary War did a reason exlst for removing such a theoretlcal fill, However
it is conce;vable that the fill was removed before the Revolution and that one.
i'to three.other_iayers’could conoeivebly he the'remnantslof this theoretioal £i11
: (orrthe renainslof-a partial fill), A number of bricks'found>in the two definite
:garbage deposits as well as two deposits of-shele or slate could conceivably be
the femains of some 1756-1758 period structure, snch as a powder magazine,jbuilt'
1nside the bastlon. . |

A Second group of remains was deposited sometime - in the 1756~193b period and
could thus conceivably date from the 1756-1758 perlod. However they could- just as
conceivably,date from the 19th or even 20th century. The most significant of‘
these dep051ts in the southwest bastion consists of "a very 1arge plt-like dlstur-
bance which could conceivably be the remains of a powder magazine or other 1756—
1758 period structure. In the northeast bastlon several significant: deposits
were found.A Theyiinclude'a brick feature whlch also could conceivably be the re-.‘
mnins of a 1?56-1758 perlod powder magazine or other structure.' An apparent '
gravel path possibly leading to thls'brlck feature was-also found; Finally, one

or two layers which could conceivably bu the remains of a 1756-1758 period bas-

R |




tion earth £il11 were uncovered.

. The third group of remains consists.of those which wére deposited . sometime
after c.1770. The most significant of these consists of the 1934 Civilian Con- |
- eervation Corps excavation trenches and the 1ayers apparently depOSited by the
Corps as backfill sometime in the 193“—193? period. : | .

‘While the present investigation failed to defimitely answer the question of
whether or not a 1756-1758 period powder magazine was built in one or both of the
bastions explored (and thus the related question of.powder magazinepconstruction),‘
several deposits which could conceivably be the remains of these mag321nes or |
l‘other 1756-1758 period structures were found in both bastions. Deposits found
in the southwest bastion have prov1ded information on. this bastion s 1756-1?58
period appearance by suggesting that during this time 1t was not completely filled
‘ with earth.- Most 1mportantly, these same southwest bastion deposits indicate that
probable preaRevolutionary War deposits still exist inside the fort despite the -

extensive excavatione carried out in 1934."




. site of a prisoner of war camp. Britlsh and German prisoners were confined there

INTRODUCTION
| Fort'Frederick originated as‘one of a’series‘of:frontier forts built by the
:British and Americens during the French and‘Indian w:Q. Construction of the fort
was begun in ‘the summer of 1?56. By the end -of 1?58 the fort was no 1onger occu~
-pied by military forces, and the 51te was soon leased to settlers. In 1763 the
fort 51te served as a haven for refugees of Pontiac s Rebellion (Bastian 1920:
Az-?).
. During the Revolutlonary War the fort was again occupied by military forces.

In December, 177? Fort Frederick was chosen by the Continental Congress as the

at least as late as the end of 1781 (Bastlan 19701 7-9)

. After the Revolution the fort site again reverted to civilian hands._ Some= .
Atime before 1820 religious services were apparently held there regularly. By. g
lthe end of the 1820'5 the site had become part of a farm.' Except’for an alleéed
short occupation of the fort by Union troops in 1861, the site apparently contin~
.uedito be occupled by farmers until it was purchased by the State of Meryland in
11922 (Bastian 1970: 9-12), | | |

Restoration and nrchaeological exploration of Fort Frederick began in 192?
with.the exposure of several building foundations.inside the_fort. In 1930,the
fort's Qeii.was‘restoredg _in 19jh the»Civilian Conservation Corps (hearafter
. reférred to-as‘the CCC) carried out ektensive excavations inSide and outsideothe‘
"fort. That same'yeer the'Maryland State’Departmentrof Forestry;dthe Netional
-park:Service and.the_CCC began'a';hree yeer reconstruction program duriné which
‘jthe.fortis walls were reconstructed and then, along with-a number of ‘building
'foundations. stabilized. Further encavations'were not conducted.until 19?1 when
1the Maryland State Archaeologist tested the eastern barracks foundation (Bastian
1970+ 12; Kimmel 1973 36)

Theycurrent.field work was conmenccd on October ﬁ,'1973‘in the northenst.

bastion. With'thebexception of excavating a singie short trench in the south-
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west bastion on October 15th, all work was done in the northeast bastion until

October 22nd. Excavation in the northeast bastion was termlnated on October thh.
- Excavation in the southwest bastion was begun‘in earnest on Qctober 22nd with the .

excavation of a numoer of additional test trenches.and nae ferminafed'on~0ctober

27th,

Artifact washing wae>begUn during the first week of excavations., Almost all

' art;focts were_cleaned by-the ternination'of:a11 excava§ion work: Those reméining
were oieaned during the Ociober 26th - November 17th'period. However most of this
perlod was devoted to identifying the artlfacts and making additional trench measure-
-ments, draw1ngs and excavatlon notes. On November 17. 1973 field work at the fort

was completed.

| FIELD TECHNIQUES
All completely hand exoavated.trenches-were delineatedlby'firsf,laying out
one:long'side with cord. A right angle.wes.then turned.at each end of the cord
.witha.carpenter s angle to create two of the trench's corners, The“short sides
"of each trench were then extended to the deSired length and the two other corners
ioetermlned in the. same manner as the flrst palr.. A1l backhoe excavated_trenches
were delineated by slmply laying out one long w1de w1th cord., The backhoe cut |
was -then made parallel to. and several inches from ‘the cord. The squares were.es-
‘tablished either wlthout any measuring at all ‘or by 51mply measuring with a ruler
:‘_from already excavated\trenches. s
Those exoavefions wnose sidee“were of equal‘iength,were'designated "squares"
and thosénwhicﬁ-héd two parailel,sidesblonger:than fhe other two were designnted
:“trenches." VFhe»squares>in the southweet bastion were'designated’by Arnbic num-
erale.: Tne one"square'in the norfheast bastionAwae'not:given a designation,
Trenches in the southweet bastion nere given letter desiénations, while those.in

the northeast bastion were designated with Roman numerals.

Eech trench ahd(sqﬁare was located horiiontaily by estnblishing five per- -
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| 7
‘ .'mament reference,points on each hastlen's'existing nalls; Each reference point.
consisted of the point of intersection of two existing bastion‘walls. AMeasurements
with a steel tape were then taken from tno of-these permanent points to each of
" two of the trenches' and squaresf corners;"Features and some.artlfacts wereAlo-'
cated by measuring from themltoAa-corner of the trench or square in which they
:were found. | | | . | | ”
Vertical measurements'for two: of the'northeast hastion's trenches and Onetln
i the southwest bastion were determined by»first finding a:permanent horizontally
oriented objectsd In the northeaSt'bastion_the-extremeAnortheast‘corner of the.
existinglwell basevand the extreme‘northeast'corner'of the existing east ﬂsoldiers'
barrack" foundation were used‘asgreference points;_bln the'southwest hastion the
.hottom northeast corner of the exlsting flagnole was used. A 1ength of pipe.nas
then driven into the ground-immediately adjacent to the object.‘ A cord was then
'attached to the pipe at an arbitrarily selected point and the height between the
cord and obJect recorded. The cord was then extended to the v1ncinity of the
'trench to be measured while being kept level wlth a line level. At‘this point
.the cord was’ attached to another pipe placed next to the trench at the same height
“as the'first plpe. Vert1ca1 measurements weregthen‘taken‘by simply measuring down
.-from the. extended cord to the desired point., EecauseFtime was short, this type of
measuring could not be done at the other trenches and squares., - “
Reqords of the excavatlons are‘in the form of wrltten notes, measured and
‘ unmeasured drawings, and photographs.. The: photographs include 35mm color trans-
gharencies, 35mm black and white.and 2$ 2* black and ‘white negatives.
| ALl the squares in both bastions and trenches I, II and ITII in the northeast
_bastion were awpletely excavated by hand using shovels, trowels and whisk brooms.,
In these squares the soil was removed by actual layers rather than arbitrary
1evels.- Only a llmlted amount of hand removed soil uas sifted through inch
mesh screen, as siftlng was considered valuable only in recovering artifacts to

date layers not already dated by in situ artifacts.




8 .
- All‘other trenches wers eiﬁﬁer wuoiely or almsst.completely bxcsvated with

a bsckhoe.. Once the 1n1tia1 backhoe cuts were made for each trench, the trench
bbutom and walls were gleaned by hand to rsveal the stratlgraphy. Trenches IV;
V.and Vi'iu the northeast bastion and trench C in’the southwest were extended by
hand at. both ends. In tuese extensions the soil was removed by acﬁuai layer,
~ In the baékhos éxsauated trénchss<c0ntrqlled astifaéf sampies were fsund eituer
iu‘tue hand sxcauatsd.éreas’dr prqtruding ffom the trench ualls;l Sdme of the ex-
'éavatsd soilifiou-thesé-tfenches was siftediby Maryland Park Ssrvics persunnel
_wﬁsntthey backfilled the trenches in ﬁouembsr and‘December;Aady artifssts which

they may have recovered have not been examined by the_author-of this_feport.

-_PRELIMINAR_Y COMMENTS ON THE
DESCRIPTION AND.iNTERPRETATION OF FINDINGS
IN THE TWO BASTIONS

Because ﬁhe'archaéologicsl fecsrd seems gissrer dn‘ihe southwest Bastign;

lfhe findings’thsre will be describsd uefore those in the northeast; The findings
. are presented b& 1ayer; bsgihﬁiﬁg'with.the'msst receﬂﬁa Unless othsrwise nuted,A
.the daﬁe range noted fdr essh a;tifacs refers to ;ue‘period during Whish'artifadts
“of that type were manufactured. .QhehdfeliaSie sources diffei as tordatss. several
'ranges are glven. Those artlfacts recovered from the backhoe dirt or whose layer
' is uncertain are’ not described in this report but are listed Ain’ the fleld notes
:and catalog. ”:' jil - " . i: %f : }35??.

‘ Artifacts‘manufactursd and us;d“over a‘long time range sre assumed to date

_from the latter part of the rango.; The references used to 1dentity the artifacts

are listed in appendlx 24
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S_ DESCRIPTION AND INTERPRETNTION OF -

FINDINGS IN THE SOUTHWEST BASTION

Topsoil Layer (see figures 3-10)

Descrlgtion
| ‘Thisvincludes-the presenf turf‘end consists of:e relatively homogeneoue
blackish'soil; It is identical to that ‘found in the northeast bastlon (see p.40)
and was found in all the trénches and squares excavated in the southwest bastlon. '
It was the only layer removed from-: squares 3 and 4 in the southwest bastion..

. The most closely datable artifacts recovered from this layer includee

Glass o © 3 pieces.of probable 15th or 20th century uncolored glass (one
with molding) .
1 plece of an ollve green round bottle c.1740—1820'

Metal - 1 plece of 19th or. ZOth century barbed wire
- 4.1850's-20th century iron wire nails
1 machine cut iron nail apparently of the ¢.1830-20th century type
4 definite and 1 probable 1700-c.1850 hand wrought iron nails (1 with
' T head, 3 with rose head, the other head uncertaln) :

‘Ceramies - = 1 sherd of American grey saltglazed stoneware with. Albany slip
’ . Ainterior c¢,1800-20th century -
1 sherd of creamware 1760's-c,.1850
1 sherd of a teapot cover in British white saltglnzed stoneware .
(ce1730-1770 or c.1720%'s5=1770's) or less.likely British scratch’
o : blue stoneware (c.1740-1770 or c.1750-1775)
i 3 sherds of delftware, almost certainly-lBth century British

. Artifacts’ assumed ‘to have been made in the 18th, 19th and/or 20th centuries
and natural. items includez | |
" plece of opaque white glass

1
"4 pieces of uncolored glass (two with molding)
.1_plece of light green glass -

A»_

: Glass':

~ Metal N‘.-l piece of iron (possibly-wire)Af“”
' ' : ‘piece of iron (apparently a nail) .
1 iron square nail (method of manufacture unknown)

(oS

‘sherd of porcelain
- sherds of brown glazed redware
sherd of carmel glazed redware.

Ceramics

-




1

Miscellaneous 65 pieces of uncooked bone (2 with butchering marks ev1dent)
5 teeth and jaw pieces
1 piece of cooked bone .
5 pieces of unglazed brick =~ =
-1 piece of glazed brick '
32 pieces of mortar ,
.7 pieces of concrete or. ‘mortar
2 pleces of stone with mortar adhering ‘
1 piece of clay pipe stem . ' s
Additional Comments
A large number of pieces of mortar were found in square L4, An 1850's-20th

A‘f'century iron wire(nail was found at the Juncture.of ‘the topsoil»layer with the
mortarpand stone concentration next to the outer well'in trench C (also see pP20),
A'piece of concrete or mortar of either 18th, 19th or 20th century date was found
at the juncture of the topsoil and orange and organic soils layers. in square 2
(also see pe32)s A sherd of delftware'(almost certainly-18th century British);
a sherd of Brltish white saltglazed stoneware c.1?30-1770 or c.1720's-1770's' a
1700—c.1850 hand wrought iron nail, apparently headless and a piece of iron of
unknown function were found at the Juncture of the topsoil and mixed soils layer
with much brick in trench E (also see p.2?).o An iron wire nail of 1850'5-20th
'century date was found at the Juncture of the topsoil and brown soil and brick.

~1ayers in trench Cc (also see p.13)3 :

_Interpretation

The fact” that this layer covers the CCC test trenches (see p.1u) excavated
.in 1934 (Schindel 1934: 2) indicates that it can date no earlier than 1934. The
mixture of 18th 19th and/or 20th century artifacts plus the traces of several B
;different 30113 in this layer indicate that the topsoil was probably deposited by
the ccc as backfill sometime between 1934 -and 1937 (Bastian 1973&: 2, 3; Bastian
* 19701 12),
| . The large amount of mortar found in souere 4.could have eroded out‘of,the
" existing bastion uall or could:have been removed from this well whilerit was being‘
repaired. The artifacts found at the Juncture of the topsoil with underlying

_layers were dropped either before or during the deposition of the topsoil layer._
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_ Plt-like"Dlsturbence and Associated Layers
ingrench'g;(see.figure 5)

_Descriptions

A pit ~like dlsturbance 80 1nches from the north end of the trench contains
a predominately brown soil £111, Lack of tlme made it impossible to obtaln ac-'
:curate measurements of thls dlsturbance. Two pleces of unglaZed brlck of 18th,
.19th or 20th century date, a piece ‘of uncooked.bone.,and an iron nail with rose
head (apparently(hand.wrought and thus 1700~c.1850)'were found in this_fill; The -
.pnle &ellow soil layer conteins traces of organic material of unknown‘natnre;'no
artifacts were found. The brown soilland bnlck'layer is composed of a'orown-soil'
containing some brick fragments._ Artifacts necovered includelsin unéIAZed brick
Afragments of 18th, 19th or 20th century date, three pieces of bone, and one hand
wrought‘iron-nall w1th‘n T head (1700-c.1850). The trash deposlt consists of a
dark brown soil containing‘mnny,brick frag@ents.and pieces of chancoal{. No artie
;facts‘wene recovered from it. ;Theldeep yellow subsoil layer contained no ontifacts.,

‘ Interpretatlons

The brown 5011 and brick layer could have been deposited after or during the
-,creation of the p1t-like dlsturbance, but the fact that it occurs at the same‘

depth as the pale yellow soil layer would seem to indicate that it, like the pale

- yellow 5011 layer, was deposited before the;pit-like disturbance was excavated.

‘The fact that the top501l is found under, as well as above the deep yellow subsoil
llayer does’ 1nd1cate that the dlsturbance and four deposits were. dep051ted after a
Lportlon of the topso1l had-been deposited._ Thus all five deposits deflnitely

date no earlier than 1934 and probably no 1ater than 1937. The purpose-of-the
'pit-like dlsturbance is unknown. The trash depoait could represent a 51ng1e in--
stance of garbage dlsposal, perhaps by burning as indicated’ by the charcoal. The

other deposits could have been.depos;ted for’ levelling purposes.




. origin. No artifacts were recovered from this layer. The mlxed layer, found in
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Concrete and Stone. Subsoil F111 Layer; Mixed Layer (see figures 4 7 and 9)

Descriptions PR

| A The concrete ‘and stone deposit consistslof small flat stones cemented to-

' gether with concrete or. mortar creating a level surface beneath the topsoil in -
the northeast corner of.square 11 Scattered pieces of-concrete or mortar were
‘found in the rest of the square at the same depth and some. of these were recovered.

"The subsoil fill layer was found in square 1 and trenches B and E. It consists of

1an apparent subsoil of yellow color containing some organic material of unknown

quare 1 and trench B, con51sts of a mixture of the subsoil £111 layer and the

) trash- layer (see P29 )o This mixture-sometimes-occurs in the'form of lenses.
Artifacts recoyered from this layer include: -a plece of’glazed-brick,'ilsmall
iron object'of"unknownbfunction tboth of 18th,,l9th or ZOth'century date), 1 sherd
. of British scratch blue stoneware (c.1740-1770 or c.1750-1775), 9 pieces of clay
pigeon assumed to be of 19th or 20th century date and 1 piece of tooth.

Interpretatlons

The fact that all these'deposits overlie the_CCC trenches_(See"belou) indicates
that all three date no earlierlthanf193b._ The function of the concrete and stone .
Adeposit:is unknown,'but'it appears.to have been deposited deliberatelprfor some
.structural purpose. The subSoil.fill and mixed layers could have‘been deposited
'as ccc backfill from their excavations. The subsoil fill layer is probably anal- _

ogous to the subsoil f£ills found. in the northeast bastion (see pelt3 )o

',CCC-Trenches;:CCC Trench Fill (see'figureslsrand~9)

Descriptions

These are trench~11ke disturbances found in squares 1 and 4 and trench C.
The £ills are- composed of a mixture of apparent subsoil and/or organic material

of unknown nature and soil.from layers deposited before the CCC trenches were
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excavated,
The most closely datable artifacts recovered from this £111 include:
'Glass S 1 piece of 1700«0.1820's olive green glass

Metal . 2 1700-¢,1850 hand wrought. iron nails (one with head uncertain,
' o the other with a T head)- o

Miscellaneous 4 pieces of clay pigeon assumed to be of 19th -or 20th:.century date
Artifacts assumed to have been made in the 18th, 19th and/or 20th centuries
and natural items includez | »

‘pieces of unglazed brick

pieces of glazed brick

piece of stone with mortar. adherlng

pileces of cooked: bone

pieces of uncooked bone

pieces of slate of shale .

piece of clay pipe stem

plece of redware with brown- glaze_ _
iron square nails (method of manufacture unknown)
iron object of unknown function :

1

. -
=N NN ONN - ENO

‘ Interpretations

' These disturbances have been identified as test trenches excavated by the .
CCC in 1934 (Schindel 193435 2) on the basis of their similarity in dimension and

£l comp031tion to known CCC testﬂtrenches in_the northeast bastion,

f'Disturbanceplz Orange Lens}’ConcretefLens (see figure 3)

Descriptions

h All three dep051ts were found in trench A. .The disturbanceaisipitelike.withi
a fill of medium brown soil containing pieces of brick and slate or shale, It'has
ia ‘maximum Visible depth of 15 inches and a length of 33 inches. "The width is une -
known, but no indication of the disturbance was found in the opposite wall of the-
.trenchc The disturbance is partially covered by.the orange lens composed of

. apparent subsoil containing traces of organic material of unknown origin and
“yellow soil. -The concrete lens, a thin deposit of concrete. or mortar. was found
"immediately above the orange lens and also partinlly seals the mouth of the dis-

Aturbance. No artifacts were recovered,-
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Interpretations

Th93age‘of thgsérthreé deposité is‘unéériain, but tﬁey seem to:da£e no
“earlier thap 1934 based on. the similarity.bgtweén>diéturbaﬁce<I ;nd the pitglike
\distﬁrbahge 80,5 inches from the horth trencﬁ end in trench C. The function of
disturbAnce I ig ﬁnknown,,but its éedmetridlcdnfigqration’indicgtes that it is:man
.madé.' The positibn of the ofange_ahd>conérete'lénseslrélnﬁivp to disﬁurbangé i
iﬁdi&étesAthat tﬁey»might have beqn:deposited to. help fill and ievel off this
distﬁrbance. | | | |

T

" Yellow Soil-Layer,(Seg figure 10)

'This‘layefffoﬁndAin square 2lconsists of an apparent subsdjl containing'
_organic materiél‘of unknown naturetand shale or sIatp ffagments. There are some
gapé‘in this 1ayér ﬁﬁiéh expose ﬁhe layers immediatély below it.,  No artifacts
were tecoVeréd; . | | | | | |

Thls layer deflnitely dates no earlier than 1?56 the ‘earliest known non- .
'aborlginal occupation of the site (Bastlan 1970' 2). ‘ It may date no earlier than
- 1779 based on an artlfact found in the underlying trash concontration (see p.24 e
:TheslayerAcogld have been_deposited for levelling purposes or to cover the.garbage:

represented by the trash cbnééntrgtion.

o © FALL Layer (see figure 3)

This'layer found in trench A cbnsisté‘of alliéhﬁlto mediuﬁ brown soil‘con-
‘taining spots of organic ‘material of unknown nature, yellow soil, and a few peb—
' bles. “No artlfacts were found.

This 1ayer was deposited no earlier than 1756 and no. 1ater than 193? based
on its po;ition relative to the(other deposits in the trench. It isAnot clear

wheﬁher this waéyaépo;ited by nature br by man. If deposi£ed by m#n, this layer
| boﬂld,héve.beep deposiﬁed for levelling pufbdsqsior to cévér the gafbagelrepre-

sented by the occupation layer,
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Mortar and Stone Concentration Next to'Outer wall (see figure 5)

This deposit was found in trench C and consists of a concentration.of mortar
and stone fragments with mortar adhering. No artifacts were recovered.

This deposit seems analogous. to the black soil and mortar and brown: soil nnd
mortar layers in the northeast bastion (see ppP. 54&55 )o If this is the case, this
-deposit would-pre-datef1934. The. deposit's position relative to the other. de—
posits in trench C indicates_a post-1756 deposition date. " The mortar and stones
were'probablyIOriginally part of.the existing}bastion wall based on their simi-
’larit& to thQﬂastill in~this.wall.' They-apparently either eroded fromzthe wall . )

or were deliberately removed from it.

" Very large Pit-like Disturbance Near Outer Wall

and Associated Layers,ig’rrench Q'(see figure 5)

Descriptions

The disturbance was found immediately adgacent to the existing bastion wnll.
It has a mnximum v1sible length and width ‘of 13— feet and 50 inches’ respectively.
.‘The maximum visible depth is 29 inches. It-is filled with five different deposits. .
lThe medium brown soil layer is. a very homogeneous medium brown soil with fragments

of- charcoal brick and bone present. The medium brown soil with mortar and stone

o layer s 5011 is 1dentica1 to that of the preceeding layer but includes mortar,'

~ brick and stone w1th mortar adheringwﬂhchbecomes more concentrated towards the

T existing bastion wall.j The medium brown w1th yellow tint layer is a yellow1sh

-medium brown- soil umtaining spots of yellow soil, organic material of unknown
-. nature and charcoal. The organic deposit is & thin 1ens of organic material of
unknown nature w1th some gaps. The orange soil “layer 1s a small deposit of ap~"
‘parent subsoil.. The only artifacts recovered from any of these deposits were a -
glazed brick. frngment and three unglazed brick fragments (all of 18th, 19th or
A20th century date) from the medium brown soll with mortar and stone 1ayer.

i

- Interpretations

The disturbance and all five inclusive deposits, based on their position




a1

relative(to the other deposltS'lnitrench C, date from_sometime'between l756 and:
. 1934. The'depositionnof the medium brown SOiliand medium brown soil”withlmortar'
‘and stone 1ayers occured after the medlum brown with yellow tint layer was de-
.posited. The homogeneity and color of all three layers,indlcate' that they were
_probably deposited by man to fill the disturbance. Phe organlc deposit appears
'to be a natural deposit based on its parallel orlentation to the immediately un-
_ derlying deposits,«thlnness, homogeneity, relatlve looseness, and small'particle
- size; The organic dep051t would thus indicate that the dlsturbance was open for
some time before being filled. The orange soil deposit may be orange and yellow
tisolls layer soil (see_p. 33) which eroded into the disturbance before the organic
" deposit was formed. | | ‘
The function_of»the diSturbance‘is‘uncertain. It was probably not dug for
garbage‘disposal as little garbage is found in lts fill.' Perhaps it was exca-
.vated to expose the lower sectlon of the exlsting wall for repair: purposes. An-
other alternative is that it represents the remains of a structure built sometime
between 1756 and "’ 1934 which either - had a cellar or was completely or partially
| subterranean.
;If the disturbance does‘represent_a structure it iS'Conceivable that it is
.the remains of a powder,magazine; The supplementary'evidence for any powder mag-
azine(s) in the fort is sparse and non—commltal. The only primary documentary
Atreferences con51st of mention in 1?58 to "magazines" already in existence at
b Fort Frederlck and at a slightly later date to a "magazine"(whether it was in
_'exlstence or not is not made clear) (Kimmel 1973: 21). Neither the number,-lo?
cation, permanence or 1mpermanence, nor appearance of the magazine(s) is re-‘
vealed by these two contradlctory documents. By analogy,with other French.and
.Indlan ‘War forts, Fort Frederick should have had at least one powder magazine
;located in one of its bastlons (Kimmel 1973: 21 22). There are, however, excep—.

t]

tions to every rule, and thls ev1dence is thus rather equivocal.
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Erick Red‘SoilfLayer:and”Associated Laversf

in Trench (see figure 5)

_’Descriptions :
- The brick red soil laver consists of an apparent subsoil of brick red color
cOntaining-some'brown eoil and stream pebblesiand larger stones, The light brown
. predominating SOil layer consists ofla light brown sofl containing some yellow and
brownish orange soil ‘and traces of charcoal and mortar from mortar lens A (see be-
‘low). This layer surrounds mortar lens A, No artifacts were recovered from either
.1ayer. ‘Mortar lens A consists of -a thick and solid lens of whitish mortar not |
| connected to the;existing bastion.nall but inmediately-adjacent to it. Four pieces
“of mortar of either lBth, 19th or'20th century.date nere recovered from this de-
posit. The traces of organic deposit'consists ofﬂa thin lens of organic material
.of'unhnown-natnre with aAnumber of gaps in it. No artifacts were recovared fron
-1t or from nortar lens B vhich seems identical to mortar lens A in all respects.

InterpretationS’ . _ oo

Based on their pOSition relative to the other deposits in trench C, all five.
dep051ts were deposited sometime between 1756 and 1934. The brick red 5011 and
- 1light brown predominating soil layers appear to have been deposited by man but
for what purpose is unknown. This interpretation is based on the fact that their
colors differ from those of_surronnding layerspwhichdindicates that thev-could'not
have‘been'depositedfaspthe'result of erosiOn“or some other natural action on.-soil -
Aalready inpthe bastion, Furthermore,.theilayers! configuration:and orientation
to surrounding'deposits“simply appear unnatural. The traces of organic'were
f-probably deposited by nature. ‘based' on their thinness, homogeneity, small par=.
ticle size, parallel orientation to the underlying deposit. and relative loose-
ness. The mortar'lenses could represent waste mortar used in the repair or even
“initial construction of the existing'bastion vallior_cohld have some‘structural
- significance. These lenses are apparently analogous to the'mortar~lenSe5'found'

."in trenches V and VI inlthe northeast bustion (see p. 63).'




Trash Concentration (see figure-lo)

This deposit foundiin square 2 consists of medium bnown soilicontaining a
mixture of charcoal, organic material_of unknown nature and yellow'and'orange
soils, Artifacts definitely recovered ffom this'layerAinclude a sherd of'white:

Aearthenware of.1?79-c.1850 date, a pocketknife‘of a type found'in'1?58—i766 and
1776-1783 archaeological contexts, and a "musket" ball of approximately 69 ‘inches
Adiameter of 1?00-1ate 19th century date, ‘

This is definitely a deposit'of garbage. The sherd of white.earthenware .
could.have_intruded through the yellow soililayer inbo the trash concentration
at some point in time before'tbe present exoavafions were conducted. If this N
were the case the trash concenttatlon would - most.likely date from sometime in
the 1756~¢,1800 period. If. the white earthenware sherd 1s'not-intrusive the

deposit would date no earlier than 1?79 and probably no later than c.1850,

Pale Yellow and Organic Soils Layer (see figure 10).

This layer in square 2 con51sts of an apparent subsoil of pale yellow color
containing much organic material of unknown nature and grey soil, No artifacts‘
were recovered._ A‘ »

This layer seems to have been deliberately deposited to cover the garbage
Iin the garbage layer. -The’ layer s p051tion relative to the trash concentrafion
- and garbage 1ayer (see below) indicates that this was deposited sometime between>

1756 and c,1800 or 1256 and c.1850.

Garbage Layeba(see figures 5 and 10)
‘ilDescriEtion B » ' |
This layer found in trench c and square 2 con51sts of a medium brown soil
: containing yellow, orange and black soils, a large number of brick fragments. and
some ash and charcoal.l - | - |

n The most ciosely dapable artifacis recovered from this layer include;A.

" Glass ‘ 2 pieces of olive green glass‘of'the 1700-1820's period
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Metal | " 19 hand wrought iron hails of the 1700-c,1850 period (11 with
: : rose heads, 1 apparently headless. 7 ‘with heads obscured
" or apparently’ missing) o
1 machine cut iron- square nail of the C. 1830-20th century period

Ceramics "~ 2 'sherds of delftware, almost certainly of 18th century British
: manufacture
2 sherds of British white saltglazed stoneware €+1730-1770 or -
' c.1720's 1770' ‘

~Miscellhneous 1.1 "musket" ball of approximately ¢72 inches diameter (1700-‘

late 19th century)
- 3 straight pins (1700-early 19th century)

Artifacts assumed to have been made in the 18th, 19th and/or 20th centuries

- and natural items include: - o DR

'Interpretation

42 pieces of unglazed brick (1 with mortar sti11l adhering. This
mortar seems identical to.that found in the trash layer in
square 1) '

10 pieces of glazed brick

10 pieces of slate or shale

3 pieces of cut stone :
1 piece of possible limestone with mortar still adhering (This -
mortar seems identical to that found in the trash layer in
~ square 1,) '
" 3 pieces of mortar (apparently identical to that found in the
square 1 trash layer)
2 pieces of charcoal
25 pieces of cooked bone
.9 pieces of teeth and jaws
- 111 pieces of uncooked bone (1 piece w1th apparent butchering marks) -
2 clay pipe bowl fragments » :
1 piece of clay pipe stem
15 square iron nails (method of manufacture uncertain)

This~layer”is.definitely a deposit of'gerbage; Although the artifact sample

is too small to 1ndicate a deposition date with absolute cert81nty, the closely

'datable artifacts- do p01nt to a deposition date of sometime between 1756 and c.17?0.

The c.1770 end date is based on the presence ‘of delftware and white saltglazed stone=

ware and the apparent absence of creamware' in this deposit (Miller and Stone

19?03 42, 4#). The machine cut square nail is assumed to be intrusive.'

The mnny pieces of brick found in this deposit may be an important ‘dating

' clue.‘ The use of brick in the original construction of the fort is 1ndicated

‘"by ‘the brick features uncovered by the FCC in front of the west barracks and

Captain Beall's letter.of September 10, 1?56 (Bastian 1970: 4, 14), Sometime
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~ after the military abandoned the fort in 1758 settlers moved in,.and in 1?62
.vwere reported to be destroying the “fort and improvements“ (Bastian 1970| 6).

Tt is possible that the brick fragments found in the garbage layer are-a: result

of this destruction. >Whi1e only-the fragment with nortar still adhering had: ob=-
viouslylbeen removed from s‘ome.structure1 thejother fragments could be fron some

._:structureisuch as a walk in which mortar ‘was not.used; The bone and other garbage
surrounding the.individual brick'fragments indicatesgthat.all of the orick has'been
disturbed. However, it is not knonn whether'this brick was_hrought fron a strue-
ture outsidelthe_baStion and.dunped.in.its'present,location or is.from a structure
4n the hastion'itself, lt is even‘conceivahle that a'structure'was located'exact~

lly where the brick fragments have been found, This,theoretical structure couldA
just‘as well be a pouder magazine. as anything else.

Finally, the apparent pre«Revolutionary war deposition date of both the trash
and garbage layers plus an. eyewitness account of 1?78 (Hughesx 2) seem to argue
against there having ‘been an earth flll completely filling the southwest bastion
A1n the 1756-1758 period as suggested by Mr. Emil Kish, Architect because it 1is

'.believed that not until the'Revolution'did a reason exist for removing such a
";Afilla(Kimmel 1973s éb. Appendix B). However,ait is conceivable that the theoreti-
‘cal earth fill was oartially removed before the Revolutionland.that,the orange
and‘yellow'soilsrlayer,.light-brown soil with greyish tint layer and perhaps the
light‘tdAnediumihrhwn soilelayer:reoresent:the remnants of this-fillo(see'ppc 33,

36 &37 ).

Mixed Soils Layer with Much Brick (see figures 7 and 8)

This 1ayer was found in trenches E and F- and square 5. No artifacts were
recovered. Because ‘this layer is almost identical in appearance to the garbage -
'layer in trench C and square 2 it is very possible that these 1ayers are one in
- the samé or that the mlxed soils layer with much brick is at least nearly or

»actually contemporaneous with the garbage layer.
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| Paie'Yellow:Subébil Fill;L;yerf(seé figu;es 5 and .6)

'This }ayér £oﬁnd‘inAﬁrench C aﬁd apparently in trenéh D (see the interpfe-
tat;on'of-tﬁé'trénch D briék layer, p. 3h5 cdﬁsiéts of an'appafeht subsoil of
mpgle yellow color containing spots of.orgabi£ material of unknown néfure; brown
and browhish érahge soils and trace# of’chafcoal and brick. -In the bottom of this
:.layer“in trench C several dozen shaie‘or-siaté ffagments were found; éeveral.sam;

ples Qeré savéd élong with.oné piéce of'i8th,:19th or 20th cén@ury unglazed brick,
Tﬂg fact»fhéﬁ'thisilayer is-;pparently suﬁsoil éndrthﬁs digtﬁrbed,soil, that
: the léyer's éxteﬁtAand differiﬁg color from sufrounding depogiﬁs indicgte the soil
.copld not héve béen‘dgpoéitéd by}hatural acﬁiﬁn on #oils eithég outéide or in the
l ~bastion..ana the presence of the artifac£‘ all suggest that ﬁhe>layer was depos=
ited by man but for wh;t purpose ié'uﬁknown.A Based 6n.it§ positidn relaﬁive fol
the trench C garbage‘1aYér;-thisllayer‘was debosited sométime,bétwéen 1756 and'r
¢.1770. . - - |

.

- Trash‘Layer; Shale Deposit (see figures 4, 7 and 9)

- DescriptionS".

This léyer found in trénche$ E_ané’B,#nd sq§are-1 consists 6f a.aéfk grey-
ish BrdwnAsbil containing a 1arg656ﬁmber offbfickﬁfragments with other .artifacts
surroundlng the 1ndiv1dual fragments. Aiﬁéﬁt at the bottom of tﬁis layer ih sdhare.
1 a deposlt of shale or slate was uncovered. This deposit has a maximum v1sible

length and w1dth of 35 and 22 1nches raspectlvely. The>maximum visible depth is

N

approximately 4 1nches.

this deposit which were removed.”

- ~artifacts were recovered from the ﬁraSh layer,

These sections were then replach.

No artlfacts were found under the small sections of

R B

A number of

They includes

Ceramics

1
1
2

3
1

29
6

sherd of Brltish German or American brown or grey stoneware

sherd of a Westerwald stoneware mug c.17i4-c.1760

sherds of British scratch blue stoneware (1 from a tea bowl)
c.1740«17270 or ¢.,1750-1775 -

sherds of British white saltglazed stoneware (1 probably from a

mug or posset cup) c,1730-1770 or ¢.,1720's-1770's
sherd of either British scratch blue or white saltglazed stoneware
sherds. of delftware, almost. certainly British
sherds. of redware, probably British or American (3 sherds with

- olive green glaze, 2 with brown glaze. and 1 unglazed) One of
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~ the brown glazed sherds: is probably from a mug,
7 sherds~of Chinese export porcelain (2 sherds were manufactured
Coe : in the ¢.1725-1775 period and one in the 1736-1795. period,
- ' 4 sherds are from tea bowls and another most likely from. a.
plate.) : : :

Glass "1 piece of window glass
' 1 glass jewel used in cuff links and rings
2 pieces of green glass (One is from an American or British
.octogonal bottle, Lhe other is from some sort of square -
. cornered objects) - ‘
7 pileces. of olive green glass (One is from a wine or bottled fruit
- bottle, Five .others are most likely from some sort of round
bodied bottles. They could be of Brltlsh French or American
manufacture,) , A

Metal . ; '3 pieces of lead of unknown function
1 two piece coat size metal button (The shank was cast integrally
with the button back and the eye drilled.)
-1.thin rectangular piece of iron of unknown functlon
1 possible iron firearm sear fragment
3 unidentifiable pieces of iron
34 hand wrought square -iron nails with rose heads
2 hand wrought square iron nails with T heads
10 hand wrought square iron nail fragments with head section missing
3 square iron nails with rose ‘heads assumed to be hand wrought '

‘Miscellaneous 2 French. gunfllnts (One is a "rusket " f1int and the other may be a
: : : "rifle" flint.) g o
‘1 small size one-hole bone button
5 pilecés of clay pipe bowl, 2 clay pipe mouthpleces. 12 clay pipe
v . .~ stem fragments, 2 clay pipe stem and bowl fragments (All are
' probably of British origin.)
11 pieces of 'uncooked.bone with butchering: marks evident
298 pieces of uncooked bone with no butchering marks ev1dent
.9 pieces of cooked bone
' 56 pieces of unglazed brick, one w1th mortar sti1l adhering
32 pleces of glazed brick, 3 wlth mortar stﬁll adhering
. 4 pieces of.mortar
" 3 pleces of cut stone, 2 with mortar still adhering
3 pleces of possible limestone -
25 plieces of slate-or shale
1. piece of slag
2 pleces of fossilized sponge

Interpretations

The trashllayer'is definiteiy aidepositlof'garhagé, The artifacts indicate

.that denosition'occured sometime'hetheen 1756 and c.l??O'(Artifacts.not.assigned
a period.of manufacture are typolegacally'consistent-with the date assignedlto the

| deposit)o As with the garbage layer. the c.1?70 date is based on the lack of
creamware and presence of westerwald stoneware, Brltish scratch blue and white

saltglazed stoneware and-delftware. "Again as with the.garbage layer. the 1arge )
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number ef brick fragments mey ee the ;esult‘df the destruction;of'g nearby stfue.
ture (possibly even'iocated exactly where the bricks were found) by settlers
' sometimeyinbtﬁe c.1758=-1762 period." The appareut lack of artifacts under the
shale depositeindicateslthat it'toe>could)be the remains ef some eort'of structure,
although it could also indicate that the shale or slate was .simply the. flrst

;garbage dep051ted in that area, ?

Greyish Medium Brown Soil Layer;

Shale; Dark quwn Soil Layer (see, figure 7)

Deecriptions '

| A1l these deposits were feund_in trench E. The shale (or slate) deposit,
which in cross section is in the form of énlelongated S(‘is found witﬁin. and
completely surrouﬁded by, the greyish hedium brown soil leyer.f,A lack of time
Z:made it'impdssible to obtain the measurements of the shale; :Beneath these two -
deposits the datk'brown soil 1eyer was found, No artifacts were recovered from
any of these deposits. | | |

Interpretations

Based on their appdrent besition relative to the portion of:theAtresh layer
also found in trench E; all three deposits éppareutly uere'deﬁosited-sometime in
the 1756—c.1770 period. It is'not kuown if the dark brown .soil léyer was depos-
ited by nature or, Jf by man, what its functlon was. The éreyish medium brown
soil was apparently deposited for some unknown purpose by man based ‘on this
layer's posit'ion relatiue to the ehale'or slate. Based on the smilarity in their
‘compositlon. thls shale or slate could be related to the shale deposit in square

1 and could be the remains of some structure.

.Oceupation Layer; Orange and Ofganic Soils Leyer'(see'figures 3, 5-8, and 10)

Desérigtions

The occupation layer was fqund in square 2, trenches A, C, E, F and epparent-

\

1y in trench D (see interpretation of trench D brick‘layer. p.3%#). It consists
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of a blackish grey soil containing scattered bits of ash, charcoal brick and
other artifacts.- Artifacts_recovered from this layer includes two sherds of
British white saltglazed stoneware: (c.1730-1770 or ¢.1720'5-1770's), two pieces
of cooked bone;-one piece of uncooked bone and three pleces of charcoal. .

The occupation layer surrounds the orange and organic 50115 layer . in square
2 Thls layer consists of an apparent subsoil of orange color containing spots
oflyeIIOW'301l,-organic material of_unknown nature andﬂsometgravel. No artifacts
were recovered from this deposit. .

Interpretations S . - o

Both layers were deposited sometime in the 1756-0.17?0 period based on their:
.p051tion relative to the trash layer and garbage layer. ‘The occupation layer seems:
to be another deposit of garbage. The<orange and organic soils layer‘could-have
been deliberately dep051ted to partially hide the garbage deposit -apparently repre- -
sented by the occupation layer or could_be naturally eroded soil from an origi—

'-dnally higher orange and yellow soils layer. .

Brown Soil Lens (see'figure 5)
-This deposit found»inztrench C consists_of adbrown.soil 1ens containing
.scattered brick fragments, three-of whichiwere'recovered.' No overlap between
. this depOSit and the occupation 1ayer could be seen.- |
The brown 5011 lens was. deposited sometime between 1?56 qnd c.1770 based on
. its'position relative to the garbage layer. It is not'known 1f this lens was de~-

posited by nature. or if by man, for what purpose.

Orange and Yellow 501ls Layer; Organic Layer (see figures 3, 5—8 and 10)

- ‘r«_.l' .

‘Descriptions

W
it M
,. .

The orange and yellow soils layer was found in trenches A, C, E F,. square ,
2 and apparently in trench D (see the 1nterpretation of the trench D brick layer -
: Pe 34). The layer consists of an apparent subsoil of orange color containing

,traces of brown and- yellow 50115 and organic material of - unknown nature._ In
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trench C.a few pieces-of charcoal and.apparent‘ash.were foundiin this layer., The
organic layer, consisting of a thin lens of organic material of unknown nature,

bisects 'this layer in trench C.  No artifacts were,recovered_from either deposit,

Interpretations _ o

These deposits' position relative to the garbage layer 1nd1cates that they
_were deposited sometime between 1?56 and c.1770, The organic layer seems to
have been dep051ted by nature based on its homogeneity, thinness, parallel or;
ientation to the deposit 1mmediate1y underneath, relative looseness. and small
particle.51ze; If the orange and yellow soils layer is composed predominately
of disturbed subsoil! it wonldAinAall'probebility have been deposited by man, ;1-
though A.for vhat reas‘on is uncertain. Perhaps it and the light brown soil with
,greyish tint layer (see p. 36)1were deposited tobcreate e.new grede for some -
structurel purpose. It could, along with the light brown eith'gre&ish'tint layer,
be the remnants of the earth fill believed to have existed in the bastion in the

1756»1?58 period.

Brick Layer andbAssociated_Layers in Trench Q‘(see figure- 6)

‘Descriptions

| “The most recent of these deposits, the brlck.layer. consists of a mixture of
.lbrown and pale yellow 50113 with some - organic material of unknown nature, charcoal
and a large number of brick fragments. The pale yellow and bright orange layer
is the next oldest and con51sts of a- mixture of: apparent subsoils of pale yellow
‘and bright«orange'color. The organic spot.is the next oldest deposit and consists
of e'Smallideposit of organic materiel of nnknown nature. The'nert oldest layer,
‘the orange, pale yellow end Organic:layer. consists of. a mikturelof pale yellow
A,#nd-bright orange apparent subsoils and orgenic‘material of unknown nature, The
oldest of these-deposits is the pale yellow spot’consisting of a small deposit of
. pale yellow soil. No‘artifacts~were recovered from any of these depOSits.‘

Interpretations.

It is uncertein.whether'the brick layer is ardeposit found only in trench D
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or simply a portion of the garbage layer and/or mixed soils layer with much brick

found 4in other trenches and squares in the southwest bastion (see pp;ﬂ& &27 )
If the brick layer is a deposit found only in trench D, then the three»l

layers found above it would be, as already suggested the pale yellow subsoil fill
" ‘layer, occupation layer, and orange and yellow soils layer found in other trenches
and squares in the southwest'bastlon (see PP« 29, 32, & 33),based on similar appear-
ance to these layers and orientation to one another and the rest of the layers in
trench D. In this case the pale yellow and bright orange layer,'organic spot,
.orange, pale yellow and organic layer, and pale yellow spot would like the brick
K layer, also be dep051ts found only in trench D based upon the fact that no simi-
Alar or identical layers were found in the same orientation to the pale yellow sub-
soil fill layer, occupation layer, and orange and yellow'501ls layer in the other

trenches and squares excavated in the southwest bastion,

On the other hand, if the brick layer - is a portion of the garbage layer
land/or mlxed soils layer»w1th much brick, then the three layers above the brich
, layer would actually be layers found only initrench D. 'These'layers' uniqueness
to trench D would be based on the fact that no 1dent1cal or 51milar layers were
'found in the same orientation to the garbage and/or mlxed soils layer with much
"brlck 1n any of the other trenches or squares excavated in the southwest bastion,
In this case, based on their color,'composition and orientation to thelgarbage
layer and/or mixed soils layer ‘with much brick (brick layer), the pale yellow :
and , bright orange layer would appear to be a layer not found in any other trench
.'or square in the southwest bastion; the organic spot could actually be a portion
.of the occupation layer found in other southwest bastion trenches and squares;

the orange, pale yellow and organic layer ‘could actually be a portion of the orange

"llsand yellow soils layer found in other southwest bastion trenches and squares; and

the pale yellow spot would appear to be a layer not found in any other trench or
square in the ‘southwest bastion, |
The thinness, small_particle siZe, and configuration (parallel to the immedi-

~ately underlying deposits)'of the pale yallow spot and organic spot 1nd1cate that,
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they were most likely deposited by nature. The fact that the pale yellow and

bright orange layer is apparently composed of disturbed sub501ls, the dlfference

,in"its comp051tion and color from those of the surrounding layers, and the ori—

" entation of its top and bottom surfaces to those of the surrounding layers ine

dicate that this layer was most likely deposited by man rather than by erosion

or some other form of natural depositiono' It could 1like the orange and yellow

'“soils layer, have been deposited to create a new grade for some etructural purpoee.

Datlng of the deposits has not been attempted because of the confusion over

some of the layers' identities,

Light Brown Soil with Greyish Tint Layer;

Disturbance II (see figures 3 and 5)

" Descriptions -

‘The 1ight brown soil with greyish tint layer was found in trenches C:and A .

and the disturbance in tfench’A. The layer consists of a greyish light_brown
soil conteihing_spots_ofIOrganic material of unknown nature and hedium}brown

'soil; ' The soil is less compact than the light to medium brown soil-leyer. Dise-

turbance IT is apparently pitplike and is filled'with relatively loose light

‘to medium brown soil layer soil. This disturbance has a maximum visible depth

and lehgth.of 10'and'20'inches respectively. The width is unknown, but no evi-

dence of the dieturbance was found in the opposite,wall of the trench. No . .

l

oartlfacts were recovered from elther dep051t.

Interpretatlons

Based on their p051t10n relative to the garbage layer, both deposite were

'fdeposited sometlme between 1756 and c.1770. The light brown layer xs-too thick

“to have beengcreated-by the natural deposition of wind or water borne soil into

the bastion because'the ekisting~bestlon‘wills#woﬁldﬁhaveﬁpfevented such a large

amount of soil from comlng in. Likewise, the diffefing color and comoosition'

'of the depoeits in dlrect contact w1th. and close proximlty to, the llaht brown

'

layer indicate'that this layer could not. have been created by erosion of solls




already in the bastion, Thus the 1ayer must have been deposlted by man, It ‘
was perhaps deposited along wlth the ‘orange and yellow 50115 1ayer to create -
an artificial grade for some structural purpose. Thus the layer could along
: with the orange and yellow .soils layer.ibe the remnants of the earth £111 be-
lieved to have existed. in the bastion in the 1756~1758 period. The geometric
Zgonfiguration qf»phe,dlsturbance II indlcates that'it was dug by man, butafor

what purpose is unknown,

QOccupation Lens (see figures 5 and 6)

' This'depOSit.found in trenches C and D'consists ofiallens of darklgrey"
© organic material of unhnown’natureAcontainingAabfew spots‘of apparent subsoil
of orange color and a large number of pieces of uncooked bone, ‘six of which were
uncovered, InAtrcnch C'four definite and one apparent 1700-0.1850 hand wrought
1ron nalls with rose heads were found along with a posslble post mold (6 inches’
in dlameter and at least 5 1nches deep) openlng on’ the bottom surtace of this
j1ayer and a piece of charred-board‘(S 3/4 inches w1de, 10 inches long at its longest
‘p01nt. and approxlmately inch thich).

The occupatlon lens is the earllest dep051t discovered by this prOJect in
the southwest bastion with irrefutable evidence of_human activity. This deposat'sl
_position reiatiue to the garbage layer’indicates that it was depoSited sonetine
in the L?Sé—c 177d:period. ‘This lenshseems too honogeneous to be a garbage de-
~ posit, It is more llkely an occupation surface and perhaps became the ground
level in the bastlon after construction of the fort was begun and before the

~theoretical deposition of an earth flll.inzthe bastion took place or was continued,

Light .to Medium Brown Soil Layer (see figures 3, 5-8)

.This layer found in trenches A, C and D and apparently in trenches E and F
consists of a conpact light to medium»hrown‘soil.with greyish tint containing
short lenses of ‘organic material of unknown nature-and a few spots of light grey

soill, No artifacts wereAreCOVered.




.38

This layer was deposited sometime in the 1?56—c.1770 period based on its
position relative to the garbage layer. The thickness of the layer 1ndicates that
it could not be composed of naturally wind or water borne soil as the exusting
bastion walls would have'prevented such a large amount of soil to accumulate.
Likewase, the differing color and comp051tion of the deposits in direct contact
’with, and immediately adJacent to, the. light to medium brown soil layer indicate
.that this layer|s soil was not dep051ted by the erosion of soil a]ready in the-
"bastion. Thus this layer must have been dep051ted by man, perhaps to create a
" new grade for structural purposes, It could be the 1nit1a1 deposit of earth fill
‘in the bastion with the occuaption lens representing a hiatus in the deposition

of.further fill.

Organic Lens (see figures 3, 5-8)

This lens ‘was f ound in:trenches A c, D. E and F, It consists'of»a dark
grey organic lens stained w1th iron and with an 1ron-sta1ned 11ght grey lens .
_sometimes underneath it (Bastian - 19?3bz 1). Apparent charcoal was found in the
-lens in trench C. In trench E most of the lens had been removed by the deposition
lof the trash layer.‘

Dr. John Foss, of the University of Maryland's Department of Agronomy, has
. examined this deposit and found it to be an: accumulation of undisturbed topsoil.
" Both Mr. Tyler Bastian, State Archaeologist, and the author of this report belieue
‘that this was probably the surface of the ground in 1756 before construction of.

the fort was begun.

" Undisturbed Subsoil Laier; Hard Pan (see figures 3-9)

Descriptions -

The undisturbed subsoil layer was found- in trenches A, B, ¢, D, E and F and
square 1. The hard pan ‘was found in trench D. The undisturbed subsoil layer
lconsists of a brownish pale yellow soil which sometimes has a grey tint in its top.

section. Traces of black organic material of unknown nature are also’ sometlmes




upper left:
upper right:
center left:

center right:

bottom left:

bottom right:
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figure 11

sherd of a German Westerwald stoneware mug decorated with a GR
(George Rex) medallion., The sherd was deposited sometime in the
1756=c.1770 period in the trench E trash layer,

sherd of a Chinese export porcelain tea bowl. The sherd was de-
posited sometime in the 1756~c.1770 period in the trench E trash
layer.

French gunflint probably of musket size., It was deposited sometime
in the 1756~¢.1770 period in the trench E trash layer,

yellow metal ramrod pipe of possible American origin, It was found
in the trench III fill of large pit-like disturbance soil and is
very similar to one found at Fort Ligonier, Pennsylvania in a 1758-
1766 archaeclogical context (Grimm 1970: 74, 93-94),

bone button deposited sometime in the 1756-c.1770 period in the
square 1 trash layer,

green glass jewel from a cuff link or finger ring. It was deposited
sometime in the 1756-c,17/0 period in the square 1 trash layer,
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present. The hard pan consists of a’ very¢cempact bright yellow and light grey
soil, No artifacts were recovered from either deposit. ;”

Interpretations

The color, extreme.compactness, tendency to break.into flat flakes,'and
general clayey appearance of the hard pan indicate that it is deflnitely undis-
:turbed subsoil which was present before constructlon of the fort was begun.‘ The
color; compactness, lack of artlfacts, and general cla&ey appearance of the un-
dlsturbed subsoil layer 1ndicate that it is almost certalnly undlsturbed subsoil

which was present before construction of the fort was begun. Both layers were

also found in the northeast bastion (see pp.78 &79 )e

DESCRIPTION AND INTERPRETATION OF

FINDINGS IN THE NORTHEAST BASTION

/

'Topsoil Layer (see figures 12-22)

Descrlptlon
This top5011 is 1dentica1 in appearance to that found in the southwest

bastion and was found in the square and all the trenches. The most closely

dated art1facts recovered from this layer includes

‘Glass - 5 pieces of olive green glass (1?00-1820'5)
1 piece of 18th or 19th century green glass
2 pieces of light green gless p0551bly from 18th century medicine
bottles '
piece of light blue glass probably of 19th or 20th century date
piece of c+1900-present brown glass with crown cap closure
piece of brown glass apparently of 19th or 20th century date
.pleces of uncolored glass probably of 19th or 20th century date
piece of uncolored glass with screw cap threads probably of
‘ce1917-present date -

‘Coramics - 26 sherds_of American pressed redware (c.1850-20th century)
‘ -8 sherds of delftware, -almost certainly 18th century British
1 sherd of British Whieldon type creamware (c 1750-1775 or

€.1755-1775)
2 sherds of creamware, prnbably 1?60'5—0.1850 Brltish
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1sherd of white earthenwnre. almost certainly of 1gth or 20th |
_ century date
sherds of British scratch blue stoneware (c. 740-1770. or
Ce 1750~1775) _
sherds of British white snltglazed stoneware (c.1730-17?0 or
c.1720's-1770's).
sherd of either British scratch blue or whlte saltglnzed stone—
" ware
sherd of saltglazed stonewtre, probably American or Brltish
"brown stoneware, 18th or.13th century date
sherds of saltglazed stonewure. almost certainly Westerwald
- stoneware (1700-c.1770's)
definite and 1- possible sherd of '18th century Chinese export
porcelain

yellow metal knee, stock or garter buckle fragment, Similar
" buckles have been found in a 1758-1766 archaeological context,.
vest size two piece metal button. Identical buttons have been
found in a 1758-1766 archaeological context,
"musket™ ball apparently of 20th century date
definite or probable 1700-c.1850 hand wrought iron nalls :
(2 headless, ‘4 with T heads, 1 with'L head, the rest with rose
hedds or head treatment uncertain) . ‘
¢.1830-20th" century machine cut square iron nails
definite and 3 apparent 1850%s~20th century iron wire nails

pieces of clay pigeon of 19th or 20th century date
one-hole bone button assumed to be of 18th century date

Artif&cts assumed to date from the 18th} 19th and/or 20th céhpuries'and

natnrai items include:‘

Glass - o3

1

1

Ceramics L

' 3
Metal

Miscellaneous 48.
: S _pieces of glazed brick

—

&
NP E DWW 00NN

'l—‘l—*u\):\h*

pleces of uncolored glass
piece of probable window glass
piece of glass with slight green tint

sherds. of brown glazed redware

sherds of carmel glazed redware
sherd of unglazed redware

iron hinge. fragment

pieces of. iron,’ apparentlyrwire :
pieces of thin iron with rolled edges
piece of iron, apparently a square nail .
piece of iron, function unknown’

piécés of unglazed brlck

pieces of uncooked bone

pieces of cooked bone

tooth fragments '

piece of wood

pieces of charcoal

pieces of mortar and plaster

pieces of limestone, 2 with mortar still adheriny
piece of 'stone with mortar or concrete adherlng
clay pipe bowl fragments

clay pipe stem f{ragment
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Interpretation

The interpretation of the topSoil in the northeast'bastion is the. same as -

that for the southwest bastion's topsoil.

Brown, Orange and Yellow 80115 Laver (see flgure 20)

This layer 1ound in trench VIII conslsts of a deposit of brown soil con~
'teinlng some apparent subsoil of orange and pale yellow color and pieces of
: _nortar’and.charcoal. No artifacts were recovered. |
‘This layer s .position relatlve to the topsoil, layer and subsoil fills (qee
_~below) indicates that_lt dates no earller than 1934 and probably no later than
'1937} The‘deposit<is assumed to be backfill deposited_by‘the>CCC for grading -

purposes.,

Concrete Deposit (see figure 18)'

Thls feature found in trench VI consists of a dep051t of well decayed
_concrete or,mortar; Lack of time made it impossible to obtaln the measurements
-of this depoéit: No artifacts were recovered from it. |

- The deposit's position relatlve to the top501l layer and subs oil fills
.(see below) indicates that it dates no earlier than 1934 and probably no later
' than 193?. Itecould represent discarded waste cement or mortar from the CCC

repalr operation on the existing wall or could have had some structural purpose.

1

;:SubsoiltFlllsf(seeAfigures 12—22)_

Description | |
~ The sub5011 fllls were found in the square ‘and- all the trenches. .They con=

' sist of a number of dlstinct soil layers._ Many of these layers are composed

" mostly or entlrely of apparent subsoils of yellow; orange and/or red color, The

others are c0mposed’predominately'of‘brown soils conta1n1ng some apparent subsoil.

~In.trench VII a deposit,of brownteoiljcentainlng much,brickrand‘mortar ﬁas-found.

It had been deposited at the same time as the other-layers of the subsoil fillse
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" Artifacts of relatively ciose'date'recovered include: *

» 2 1850'3-20th century iron wire nalls'
o1 square iron nail apparently of the 1700-c.1850 hand wrought type

Artifacts assumed to be of the 18th, 19th and/or 20th century date and
natural items recovered include:

- 23 pieces of unglazed brick
© 2 pieces of glazed brick
9 pleces of slate fragments . ' L '
a number of pleces of mortar. A few pleces séem to be the same as that found
" in the trash layer 'in square 1 in the southwest bastion, Other

‘pleces seem to be the -one-half sand and one-half lime type .described
by the 1934 CCC "Archaeologlcal Plan" map as belng on the interior
"surface of the existing bastion wall.

2 pieces of wood

"2 pleces of charcoal

1 iron obJect of unknown function

Interpretation

The 1nterpretation of the subsoil fills is the same as that for the sub5011

A fili-layer in the southwest bastion,

Brown Soil Layer (see flgure 13)

This layer foundiin trench II consists of a medium to dark brown soil  conw
.taining some_brownish yeliow soil and apparent sub501l‘of yellowAand orange_color.
A fair number of-hrick, nortar and'cdthstone fragments with mortar still adhering
are also.present. , |

| This layer® s -position relative to the CCC test ‘trenches and subsoil fills
1nd1cates that it was deposited no. earlier than 1934 and probably no later than
; 1937 The layer 1s probably backfill from the CCC teot trenches. Some of the .
. stone and mortar could have been dislodged from the existing bastion walls during

their repair by the CCC,

-CCC Trenches; CCC Trench Fill (see figures 12-18, 20 and 21)

Descriptions

These are trench-like disturbances found in all the trenches'except trench

VII. The trench £ills.consist of soils from older layers mixed with organic




L6
.matérial of unknown nature and sometimnq spots of the subsoil. fii]s' solls,
The most closely dated artifacts rucovered from the trench fills includel

1 1700-c. 1850 hand wrought square iron nail with rese- head ‘

1 machine cut square iron nail apparently of the c¢.1830-20th century type

1 probable iron buckles A similar one was found in a 1758-1766 archaeological
context. o

2 pieces of probable 19th or 20th century uncolored glass

Artifacts‘assumed tp'date from the 18th. 19th'and/or,20th centuries and
‘.natural items include: .

1 piece ofAunglazed,brick

4 pieces of mortar

1 apparent square iron nail
-1 piece of uncooked bone

.Interpretatlons

. - ¢cec trenches wereAldentifled after three palr of 1ntersect1ng trenches were
found in trench I (see figure'ZB).; These,three pair fit the descriptlon of 9trenches:
2 ft. deep, 1 ft;-wide."duglin a cri§s cross manner and 8 ft. épartﬂ excavated by
“the CCC in 193 almost exactly (Schindel 193 2). The trench-1ike disturbances
in.the'éther trénqhes wéré identified‘as cce trenches by‘comparing them with those

found in trench I.

COmbination’Pit and Trench-like Disturbance (see figure 18)

'Thié feature found in'trench‘VI cénéists of a tfench-like disturbance ei-
panded -on one of'its sides into an'apparent pitnlike-feature and opening‘into
the .subsoil fills, - Lack of tlme made it imp0551ble to obtain the measurements
of this feature; It is fllled wlth a light brown soil containing spots of yellow

and grey soils ‘and organic material of unknown nature. No artifacts were re-
covered, -

The ‘configuration of the trénch-likefporﬁion of this féature indicates that

it is most 1ikely a CCC test trench widened for exploratory purposes.

Ash Degosit

This feature found in trench I con51sts of a roughly 01rcular deposit of
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sh containing a little- charcoal. It.has.a manimum visible diameter andrdepth of,
42 and 3 inches respectively. It was found directly under the dirty and bright
orange subsoil fill layers. The surface of the undisturbed subSOil layer (see p. 78
under the ash was not burned and was very irregular. ‘No artifacts were recovered.
The ash deposit is the result of the burning of one or more obJects. Alhe'
-fact that the soil under this deposit was not burned 1ndicates that either the
'burning occurred elsewhere and the ash dumped in 1ts preSent locdtion or that the
fire was. burned where the ash was found and'51mply was not hot:enough to burn~the‘:
soil. The absence of the'.organic lens (see p.76 ) either ab_ove- or below the de=-
.posit'plus the;possibility that the deposit was cut through.by a CCC trench indi-
‘cates that the deposit was.depositeddby the CCC in 1934 before'their test trenchesl
were excavated and after "the top-soil and about 4 in, of sub-soil" were removed
from the area of the present trench (Schindel 1934, 2). The organic lens could
have been removed along with the "top—soil" and "sub-5011" at this time, which
would explain why the lens, hich 1s‘almost certainly the,"thin layer of“decayed
wood" noted on. the 1934 "Archaeological Plan," could not be found in this area

during the present excavation even though shown here on: the CCC's "Archaeological

Plan.® - .

“Stone and'Concrete: Pit-like Disturbance (see'figure 15)

.Descriptions

' This deposit and disturbance were found in trench‘III, The stone and con-
.crete deposit partially seals thexpit-like'disturbance and consists oan mixture

of stone and large pieces of concrete or mortar, ofaeither 18th, 19th or 20th"
centuryjdate, a few of which were'recovered. The disturbance has a maximum visible-
length and width of 63 and 52 inches respectively. The maximum visible depth.is!

38 inchese The disturbance is filled with lenses of-organic material of-unknown
nature and.brown.soil containing'spotslof apparent subsoil of &ellow color.and grey .
soil. ‘Artifacts recovered from the disturbance include a piece of mortar of 18th,

19th or 20th century oate, a firearm ramrod pipe very similar to one found in a
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1758—1766 archaeological context (Grimm 19?0: ?4 93-9&), and a number of pieces

"; ( =

of probable tree root.

.Interpretations SR o | e ftbh"bfdg:‘l

.Both the deposit and disturbance appear to date from sometime in the 193&-
1937 pericd,. The_relatlonship of the ;ndiv:dual stone and concrete or mortar
‘fragments to one another seems to indicate that theyuwere dumped in their present
location apparently as elther flll for the pit or as part of the subsoil fills.

The pit-llke dlsturbance may have’ been excavated by the CCC to remove the:
iarge tree in the apex ‘of the bastlon shown in a c.1933'photograph (Maryland
Geological Survey.negative MBQA) - "The pleces of probable tree'root.support this o
’theory as do dead tree roots found in trench 1T running through the dull brown
soil layer, brlght brown 5011 layer and undlsturbed subsoilllayer'(see pp.?O ’

Apparent Pitfilike_'Dist\'irbances (see figures 16 and 1'9),

Apparent pit-like disturbances openiné into the soBSOil fiilsfeere found in
trenches IVfanleII. Lack'of time-made itdimpossible to obtain the measurements
zof the feature.in trench VII. The feature in trench IV had a maxlmum visible
1 depth and length of 20 and 42 inches respectlvely. The w1dth is unknown. The
fill-of.both consisted of predominately brown'soil containing spots.of organic‘.
«materiai of unkno;n natdre.and‘other'soils;.iNo'artifacts were recovered.

' The geometrlc conflgurationsof these ‘disturbances ‘indicate . that they were
man made, but thelr date and purpose are not certain.l They may be related to -
the 1934—1937 per1od pit -like disturbance found in trench C in the southwest
bastion, While they seem very 51m11ar in conflguratlon to the CCC test trenches,

.it is conceivable that they are the result of some earlier activity.

“Narrow Disturbenceh(See figure 20)

. This feature found: in trench VIII consists of a narrow and perpendicular
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disturbance approximately 8i% feet from_the»eristing bastion walljfilled with'a.
: mixture oflbrown soil and black oréanic material of nnknown nature wnich opens :
onto the subsoil fiils. It is oriented perpendlcularly to the present ground
surface and is- approximately 10 inches deep, 4 inches wide at the mouth and 2
1nches wide at the base. No artifacts were recovered, . |

| This distorbanoe seems'to>be'a post mold. Its date is unknown, but it.‘
could be a remnant‘of the scaffolding built by the CCC in the 193u-1937 period
while repairing the existing bastion wall (Bastian 1973a: 2, 4; Maryland Geologi-r"

cal Survey negative 491), o o . : o

'Light Brown Soil with Traces of Brick and Mortar;

“Organic Stratum (see figure 22)

_ Descriptions

Both«deposits were found in the sqﬁare; The brown soil iayer consists of
a light brown:soii containing traces'of briok,'mortar.and-organic naterial of
unknown natqre. This-layer direétl&:overlies tne organAC'stratum'whioh consists
°f.é lens of'organic materialdof unknown nature. No*artifacts were recovered
-from.either_deposit,

- Interpretations | A o

Both deposits' p051t10n relative to the black soil and mortar layer (see p 504
1ndlcates ‘that - they were deposited after thls 1ayer and thus were ‘probably de-
posited sometlme in the c.1830-1937 perlod.
| The homogeneity. small particle size, relative looseness, thinness, and
parallel orientatlon to the immediately underlying‘layer of the organic stratum
indicates that‘it was deposited by nature, It could be related to.'or even a .’
portlon of, the organlc streak found in trenchss V and VI (see ‘Po 55)

The presence of the bxlck and mortar and the dissimllarity in soll color
.to.those of the surroundlng layers seem to indicate that the lnght brown soil

wlth traces of brick and mortar 1ayer was deposited by man. The purpose of this

deposition is unknown, but 1t could be part of the sdbsoil fills.
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Medium Brown Soil Feature'(see figure 12)

Thls feature found in trench I’ consists of a pit- ~like disturbance filled
‘wlth a medlum brown soil. Its maximum visible 1enpth -and w1dth are 35 and 38
inches respectavely. _The maximum visible depth is 16 inches, Two pieces of
Window glass,'three pieces of mortar, a piece of stone with mortar adhering (all
b, assumed to be of elther 18th, 19th or 20th century date), a 1700-c.1850 hand -
wrought iron nail w1th rose head, four c.1830-20th century machine cut iron nails
, and a c.1830-1870? machlne cut iron splke or large nail wére recovered
| The configuration of the feature and the presence of the splke or large
nail made no earlier than c.1830 and probably no later than c.1870 probably in-
dlcate that the feature was not excavated by the CCC. Since it can be assumed
that the spike or large nail was consumed and deposlted relat1vely soon after its
manufacture, the feature most likely dates from sometime in the c.1830—1900 period.
The nature of the artifacts recovered from the dlsturbance seems to indicate
that it had some structural purpose and it -is possible ‘that the n_ails recovered

were part of this structure.

Charcoal Concentration on Surface of Black Soil

and Mortar Layer (see flgure 13)

This feature found in trench II con51sts of a deposit of charcoal fragments
-dlrectly on top of the black soil and mortar layer (see below). TIts maximum‘
“Iv1sible length and wldth are 39 and 22 1nches respectlvely. The maxlmum v1sible _
depth is 5 inch. The portlon of ‘the latter layer'under the charcoal was not
‘burned., - The charcoal fragments were both round and flat and not oriented 1n>
any one directlon., An apparent square 1ron nall and a number of pleces of char-‘
.coalvwere recovered. |
_lThe featurebs position relatlve.to the black soil and mortarllayer and top-

soll indicates that it was probably deposited sometime in the c.1830~1937.period.
The different cross sections and jumbled orientation of the charcoaliindicate

that it probably represents a campfire or brush burning activity. The fact that
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the layer beneath is not burned could indicaté'that the charcoal was deposited
after belng burned in another’ location or that it was burned where found in a

" fire not.- hot enough to burn the underlylng soll

. Black Soil nnd Moftar-Layer (see figures.13-18)
. Dbscrigfion » | | ‘
AThis layer f ound in'trenchbs 11, III; TV..V,‘and Vi bonsisfs of a black
l:organic soil containing scatpbred-traces of-brown nnd‘yellow soils, a large amount
of mqrtbr and cutns£0ne‘fragments with.and withoutlmortar adhering, a few rounded
Istbnes and some brick frngments., In trench II in partlcular the 1ayer is. rather

" loose, and even voids between stone fragments were - found.

The most closely dated artifacts found includez"

1 sherd of British scratch blue stoneware (c.1740~1770 or c.1750-1775)
1 c.1830~20th century machine cut square iron nail
9 pieces of probable 19th or 20th century uncolored glass

Artifacts assumed to date from the 18th, 19th, and/or 20th centuries and
natural items recovered include:

"1 piece of brown glass .
1 iron object of unknown function
1 piece of iron, apparently wire
20 unglazed brick fragments
-1 piece of brick with mortar still adherlng
a number of pieces of mortar, .Some are apparently the one- -half sand, one-
half lime variety described in the 1934 "Archaeological Plan"’
“Others seem to be identical to mortar found in situ around the
| footing stones of the existing bastion wall. -
2 pieces of charcoal . :

Interpretation:

| The machine cut nail and uncplored'élass inaicntelthntAthis layef was
A probably deposited afbgr c.1830. Tbe layer's'bosition relative tb thelCCC'n
trencbes indicateé that it was deposited no later than i934.._The_loéseness of
the soil and the voids found betwéen btone fragments indicate thét‘the stone and
mortar is fallen rubble. whlle the 31m11ar1ty of the mortar. and stone to that in
‘the existing bastion wall probably indicates that they were orlglnally part of

this wall. The black;soil may 1nd1catc that the bastion was part of the "barn—A
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yard" present in the fort in 1898 (Bastian 1970: 10).,

Brown Soil and Mortar Layer (see figdfes“l}, 14, 16-18)
Descrigtidn -
ThlS layer found in trenches II, IV, V, and VI consists of .a grainy medium
. brown soil containlng many pieces of mortar and cut stone wlth and without mortar
‘adherlng. a few rounded stones, and some brlck fragments. In trench IX the layer
"is as loose as the black soil and mortar layer. ‘
Artifacts (all assumed. to date from the 18th, 19th and/or 20th centurles)

recovered include: | |

1 iron chect of unknown functidh

2 pieces of glazed brick

52 pieces of unglazed brick (one with mortar adhering) :

a number of pieces of mortar,some of which seem to be of the one-

half lime one-half sand variety

Interpretations

This deposit is very similar to. the bldck.soil»ahd mcrtarslgyer_exéep£~for.
the soil color. lAgain,?the looseness of ths soil indicates'thatbthe hortar.and
stone are fallén rubble which, based on their similariﬁ& to that'still.id place
in the exlstlng bastion wall. probably came from the wnll. The broﬁn soil could
be greatly decomposed mortar. The 1ayer could not have been deposlted after 1934
based on 1ts position relative to the CCC t?enches.',lt seems most likely that the. .
deﬁefiqrstion:cec}csented by thiS‘iayer_did not tdke placeluntil after the Revo-
: ldticﬁary War occupation of the fort.‘ Sincc the fort'was then Being used as a
prison, it is assﬁmed chai the walls would have been kept in good repsir rgcher -

than left to deteriorate (Bastian 1970: 7-9),

‘Organic Streak'(see figures'17 and 18) -

This deposit found in trenches V and VI consists of a lens approximately.
£+ inch thick of organic material of unknown nature. No artifacts were fecovsred.
The lens"homogehcity, small particle size, relative 1QOSeness. thinness, and

parallél orientation to the immediately underlying deposits indicate that it was
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‘ deposited by néture. Its positiOn rolative to'the other 1ayers in the trench A
1ndicates a dep051tion date sometime between 1756 and 1934 ‘most 1ike1y sometime

Aafter the fort was abandoned by colonial troops around 1?58

Medium Brown Soil Qith Moftar and Charcool Layer'(see_figureA17)
This deoosit found in trench V consists of a medium bfown soil containing
N soatﬁerod specks of mortar and charcoél.-»No artifacts were recovered;-
ATne'dpposit's position relative to the other 1éyers in trench V indicates
tnat-it wasldeposited sometihe in the 1756-193# poriod; Ip is uncertain whotherl

- it was deposited by man or nature or what its function'oould have been.

Possible Disturbance (see figure 17)

A posslble dlsturbance, apparently plt-like, was found in trench V, A
~ lack of time made it 1mp0551b1e to obtain the measurements of this phenomenon.
The fill is almost identical to the pale greyish yellow soil layer (see p.62)
but it is somewhat looser, No artlfacts were recovered.

If this aotually.io a disfuroance, then ito;geometrio configuration indicates
f creatlon by man for some unknown purpose.. Its p051tion relatlve ‘to the trench's
other deposlts 1nd1cates depositlon or creation sometlme between ]756 and 193,

Tan Soil Layer (see figures,lé and 19)

_»‘..This layer'found.in.t;onchos IV and VIi consists of a tan colored soil.
"Notartifacts'weré.reco&ened_from‘it; -In trench IV the layer fills a partially |
eXposed disturbance with a maximum visible doptn and length of 11fand.12 inches
rospectively.i The ‘width ioAunknown. -

Tha 1éyer.and disturbance's.position relativo to the oﬁher trench layers.in-
dioates that{they ﬁere depOsiﬁedISOmetimelin the 1?56—1934 pefiod. The geomstric
configuration‘of the oisturbanCe indicates that it is man made, perhaps for some.
s£ructural_purpdse. Tpe oifference in both its color and composition from ;uf-

-rounding layers,. its‘large extent, and the orientation of its top and bottom

e |
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surfaces to those of the su}rounding'layers indicate that the tan soii layer
was probably dep051ted by man, possibly for levelllng purposes.«rather than by '

3 erosion or some other natural form of depositlon.

ggggglégzgg.(soe figure 16)
This layer foond iﬁ trench IV consists'of a brown soil; Nolartifacts‘.
wore.reoovered from it, | | |
?he 1ayef's position relative_to'thé tronch's othcr'laye;s indicateo that_.
it was deposited sometiﬁe in the 1756-1937 period, This layer may actually be a°
portion"of ohe tan soilllaYer. It is unoertéin wﬁethet iﬁ:was‘deposited by'ngturo

or, if by man, what its function{was.

Brown Soil and Gravel Layer (éee figures 16-19 and.21)

This layer was‘foundein trenches IV. V,.VI. VIIAand'apparently.inotfench 3
IX. It consists of a greyish brown soiiicontaining a fair number of small shale
| or slate fragments and scattered soots of,yellow soilol In»trench V this layer:
filio atlarge_odo-shaped distﬁrbance_and iﬁ trench VI fills the too of a small
disturbance mOStly filled'with,oone, chafébalg'ash..and.ourned soil.,  Lack of -
time médo it impossibie'to>obtain £he méésuremenis of the tfench VI disturbance,
The trench V diSturbénce has o maximuh visiblo length:and width of 4 feet and 27
inches;rospectivoiy} The maxihum oisible “depth isAapproximately'B inches. ~Arti—
_facts recovéred includez four pleces of unglazed - brlck and a p0351ble iron gla-
zier's point, all of 18th, 19th,or ZOth century date.

The layer s pooitlon relatlve to the other deposits in the bastion indi-
cateS'that it was deposlted sometime in the 1756-1934 period. The thlckness of
the layer indicates tha£ it could‘not‘be composed of naturaliy wind 6f wator
borno_soil‘as the existing bastion walls-would'have;prevented soch a iarge amount
.of soii to oocumulate. Likewioe, toe différing color and composition of the de--
posits in direct contact with, and;immediately;gdjaoont.to,-the brown soil and

gravel layer indicate that this Iayer‘s soil:waé not deposited. by the erosion of
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“soilhalready in the basfion. Thus this 1ayéé was deposited by man, possibly for
levelling purposes; The‘shale or slaté coﬁld*have}origisated through natural or
_deliberate disturbance of the concentration of gravel (see p.63 ) immediatel& be-
neath the brown soil and gravel iayer.1 The gqométric;cbnfigﬁratidn.of the trench
\ distﬁrbance-indicatgéIthat it is‘mén made. This disturbance might have had some
struqturalvfunctioh. The trench VI disturbance was apparently ekéavatqd to burn>

the garbage found in it.

- Pale Greylah Yellow 5011 Layer (see flgures 1?, 18 and 22).

- This layer found in trenches V and VI and the square con<1sts of a greylsh
| paie yellow .soil containing spots-of organic material of unknown nature and ap-
pafént subsoil of yellow color, No artifacts were recovered,

The layer's'position relative to the othqf deposits in the trenchlindicates
deposition s,ométim'e in the 1756-1934 periods A deposit this thick could not have
‘been creaféd'by the natupal'trahspoptétion of m;teriél into the basfiqn, because’
the_existing‘bastioﬂ wall would have prevented such an extensivé deposition,
Furthermore,. the differing comﬁosition of the layers Surrounding'thé deposiﬁ in-
dipate that i£ coﬁld not bave béenicreated by the erosion of'£hese layers. Thus,

~the pale greyish yellow soil’léye# must have been deposited by man, apparently
_for some structu;al pﬁrpose, The‘pglé gréy%shiygllow soil layer and the fill of
the possible disturbance are almost. identiéal.in:oQéf$ll appearance to one another
(see p. 58) There is also a‘definite simllarity in overall appearance between-
: thls layer and the yellowxsh brown soil layer (see p. 63) on the .one hand, and the
orange and yellow soils layer, llght brown soll with greyl sh tlnt layer and llght
to medium brown 5011 layer found in the southwest ‘bastion on the othar.‘ This sim-
"ilarity could indicate a similar daté (1756~c.1770) and/or functionAfbr all five

layers.,
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Coﬁcehtratién of Gravel (see figurés 16~18)
_Thisffeéture found ip trenches IV, V and VI'consisté'of a déposit of grqvel

.siie'piéces of slate or shale containing_a little brown soil, The éverage width

is U} feet with an éverage depth of‘6 iﬁches; The total iength of the deposit is
~ unknown. No artifacts were recovered. |

| The.depoéit’sAposition relative to_tﬁe others in the trench indicates depo—'
sitionAsbmetime in thell?56—1934 period; ‘Its horizontal and vertical position.
indicates that it is almost cértaiﬁly’é portioﬁ of thé,"shale’ovar'decayed>yood"alr
feature illustrated on.the 1934 ”Arch;eologicél;Plan." If.fhis is cdrroct; the -
éntire-f@ature is apparently a pgth,.conceivably leading to thelﬁrick-f;ature in
trench II (see p; 72). Alterhatively. the concehtfatibnbof gravél could be related
in tiﬁe and/of-function to the;twq_;iate’ér shale dgposits found in thg'southwest

bastion since they are all compoéed.of'Shale,or slate.

Mortar Lens C; Mortar Lens D; Yellowish Brown Soil Layer (see figures 17 and 18)

Descriptions

Mortar 1ens>C; found in trench V Qn the surface of thelyellowish brown
soil layer (see bq}ow). consists of g-relatively fiatvlegs of mortar close to,
bﬁt not conpected ﬁith, the existipg bastion wéll. 'Although basically solid, a
few gaps are presenﬁ.-‘Moftar lens‘D; found in‘trench'VI.on'the surface of £h;
same layer, is much:sﬁaller-thén leﬁs C but otberwiée idenfical. ‘Both deposits
appear po'be éomposedjof the ;ame type of'mo?ﬂar (Stone 1973: 1-3) ;hich appears
to be the one~half lime oné?half sand type noted in the-1934 "Afchaeologipal Plan.“
. Samples of mortar from botﬁ lenses were recovered. - | |
~ The yelléwish-brown soilAlayer'wasbfound in the square and in trenches V and
Vi. It is'prgbably also present in trench IV, although the layer in queStion couid ‘
be:the pale greyish yelldw-layer instead, The layer éonsists*of a bréwnisﬁ yellow -
spii sometimes cohtaining’spots of organic lens soii»(see‘p.?é) and grey soil,"
Some.pieces of badly leached mortar (sténe 19?3:3143)'were féuna in thé

three trenches in this layer and were recovered., Almost all of those found in
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'trench V were recovered at the juncture of the yellowish'brown.soll layer and the .
hard layer, All of the leached mortar appears to be of - the same type ‘as that in
Mortar lenses C and D descrlbed above.

Interpretations

The positlon of all three dep031ts relative to the others 1n the bastlon ‘
indicates deposition.sometime in the 1756-1934 periods
~The similarity.in the mortar lenses" compositionﬂ and poSition relative’to:
the existing bastlon wall 1nd1cate that they were probably deposited at the same
tlme. Both 1enses could have been deposited for some structural purpose but are
most llkely waste materlal dropped whlle the existing bastlon wall was belng mor=
.tared (Stone 19?3: 1-3). They may be similar in date (1?56—193“) and/or functlon |
-to the two mortar lenses. found in the southwest bastion.
A deposit as “thick as the yellow1sh brown soil layer could not have been
created by the natural transportatlon of mater1a1 into the bastlon, because the .
~existing bastlon wall would have prevented such an extenslve deposition. Further-
more, the dlfference in the comp051t10ns of the layers surrounding the yellowish
brown soil-layer indicates that this layer could not have been created by‘erosion
of the'surrounding.layers. The yellowish brown soil laier.must thus have been
.deposited by man, perhaps forlsome‘structural purpose. Since this'layer was.
deposxted before the concentratlon of gravel, it 1is perhaps more likely to be
the remalns of a theoretlcal 1756-1758 bastion earth flll.A It is known that in
1778 "3 Bank of dirt® was present in the "North Bastlon“ (Hughest 2). However,"
' it is not certain whether the "North" and northeast bastions are one in the same
or at what t1me prior to 1778 the earth was placed there. ‘
Only one type of mortar (half 11me-half sand) was notlced.in situ in'that .
‘portion of the existing bastion wall coverediby soil from the bottom edge of the.
.lyellowish brown soil layer to the present ground surface, In all three,trenches.
some of this. in Sitn mortar is apparently more leached in some places'than in
others>(Stone 1973 1—3)‘and thus gives the mistaken impreSSion of being dis-

tinct types. The mortar comprising lenses C.and D and that found in the yellowish
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brown soil 1ayer is apparently identical (btone 1973: 1- 3) If all of the haif
11me-ha1f sand mortar is identical it probably. 1nd1cates that that portion of the
existing bastion wall coyered by the ye}low1sh;brown soil layer was mortared and -
then the yellowish,brownlsoilliayér dsposited. After the soil was deposited the
rest of the wall was mortared and some_wasts hort;r (lenSes é and D) from this:
activity-droppéd. Tt would seem 1ikeiy‘that this entira.process-wasidoné fairly
" quickly and thus that all'three-dsposits are of about the same ages

The half lime-ha1f~sand ﬁype}éf mortar is also found in situ in the existiné _
bastion wall above the present grouhd surfacs glong wiﬁhla distinct hard gre}ish |
a morfar; The hard greyish mortar (Sfone 1973: 1, 3), Eased,on;its presegée in the
higher and obv1ously reconstructed portlons of the wall, is that used by the.CCC
in their reconstructlon_work. The fact that thls type of mortar was noticed only
above the present‘ground.surface»gpparently_1ndlcates that in at least.the northe~
-east‘béstron the existing baspion wall‘was_resonsﬁructed after{ths_topsoil had

been deposited and that while reconstructing these walls the footings were not

E dlsturbed.

Below the’ bottom surface of the yellow1sh brown 5011 layer a thlrd type
of in situ mortar (earth 11me and sand) (Stone 19731 1-3) was found exclusivelye
Its positlon in the existing bastion wall and relatlve to the organic lens and
undlsturbed subsoil laJer (see pp. 76 & 78) 1nd1cates that it is the orlglnal
mortar used when thls»portlon of the ex1st1ng bastlon wall waa'construsted some-
tine in the 1756-1758 perlod., | |

The half 11me-half sand mortar predates the excavatlon of the CCC test
tronches and dates no earlier than 1?56. On the(ons.hand, it could have been:

' deposited'at'the same time as the earﬁh. lime and sand mortsr and tﬁus‘date from
the 1756-1758 period. The simultaseoﬁs use of different types of mortar in the
‘same struc;ure is knowh_(Stone 19731 é); Alterna@ivsly, the half lime~half sand
mortér'could have been depoSitsd_during‘a repair operstion occuring_as'early as
thg‘l?56—i?58(period-pr.as late as'thé 20th century. A c.1914 photo of an animal

pen incorporating part of the_squth(turtain wall shows this.sectioﬁ partially
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‘remortared and indicates how late such repair work was being done (Kish: 1973

interview).,

Egzg'ggzgg_(sée figure'17)‘

This dépoéit found in-trench V consists of a compact mixture Bf'apparent"
subsoil of 6range éoiofland brown, grey andablack soiis; No artifacté were re-
covered, o . |

The deposit°s position relative to thé.othérs in the trench indicates
: déposition sometime in the 1756-1934 bgriod. -it is not certain whether this was

i
[}

depbsited by nature, or, if by man, for-what»purpose.' .

Yellow, Grey and Black Soils Layer; Mixed Soil Layer (see figures 13 and 14)

Descriptions

Both.layers»wefé found in oppoéite_wélls.of trench II. .The yellow, grey .
énd_bléckisoils'layer consists. of an'abparent subsoil of yellow color contaih-
ing spots of grey soil -and black Organié.material of unknbwn'héture and a few
small stones and piece§ of‘mortar,‘ No artifacts were‘recovgréd fromithisAlayef..
The mixed soil-lgyer>consiéts of a mixture_of dark br&wﬂ,'mQAium brown and yelldw
" soils plus onfs of organic ﬁateriai of unknown nature and some pieces of mortar,
One ﬁachine cut square irén nail, apparently of tﬁe‘c.1830~20th century type,
was recovered. L | |

Interpretations

Bothzlayérg were definitely deposited somefime in the 1?56—1934'pefiod based
on #heir.position rélative to the rest of the deposits in the trench. The nail
_teptatively dates thé>mixed soil iayer as ¢,1830 or later. This tentativeness is’
baséd én the faét that thea;tifaét's dafe is not certain and the fact thﬁt‘the nail
wés,the only artifact recovered. It 1is p&ssible that the tw§‘1ayers Qere depos-
itea at'about>the sﬁme‘fime as they -occur at‘&b&ut the same depth. Any o#erlap
of.the 1;yers (if it did exist at all) has.beén}déstroyed by the'gccltrehghés,in

the areas exposed. The similarity between the?sbils éomposing'thgse layers and
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those composing ﬁhe deposits immediatelv above and belon them, the‘leyers'
thinness, and the parallel orientatlon of the top and bottom surfaces of both
”layers to those of the deposlts Jjust mentioned indlcate that both layers were‘
most likely created by -the mixing through frost action, or some other natural

phencmenon,.of the deposits immediately above and below them.

Grey Soil Layer; Dull Brown Soil Layer (see figures 13-15)

" Descriptions

The grey seilulayef found in trencheSQII and III consists of a brownish
grey soil conteining spots of yellon_soil end organic material ef'unknoén nacure.
In both tfenches,»the eoil conpletely surrounded the jumbled brick and stone found -
. adjacent te.the brick featureﬂ(see>p. 72)s Artifacts reccvefed include‘abfrag-
ment of an 18th er 19th century trianéular bayonet, two pieces of 18th, 19th or
20th cenfuryiunglazed brick, eleven pieces df'uncooked bone_ane.twe'pieces.of
buncolorec.i glass (one 18th, 19th or 20th century, the other probably;‘1'9th or 20th
century) | | -

-The dull brown soil 1a§er was found in trench II and consists of a rela-

‘ tiﬁely fine grained and loose brownish yellow soil containing a few small pieces
of mortar-and specke of organic material of unknown nature. Thellayer‘is very
similar in appearance to the brlght brown 5011 layer (see below). The soil com=.
pletely surrounded the Jumbled brlck and stone found adJacent to the brick feature
~and -covered at least the tops‘and_sldes of the bricks composing the brick Seature.‘
'-Artifactsvrecovered‘inclnde’four'pieces of tnin iron of unknown function, three.
'.pleces of plazed brlck flve pleces of unglazed brick, four pleces of mortar (all
of 18th, 19th or ZOth century date), two plecea of woed, two pieces of stone with
mortar adherlng. one piece of stone containing” f055115, and eleven pieces of_un-.
" cooked bone -(nine fitting together to form a single piece).

.Interpretations

-Both>layers,were deposited sometime in the 1756-193“ period based on their

position relatiyé to the‘other'depcsits found in phe.bastion. Any overlap of
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the 1ayers (if it did exist at all) has been destroyed by CcccC trenches in the .
areas exposed. The piece of probable 19th or 20th century glass tentatlvely
dates the -grey soil layer as 19th.or 20th century. This tentatlveness is based
Bn the fact that the date'of the giass is not certain, that the group of.arﬁifacts
: récoﬁered from this lay;r is too small to give a reliable deposition date, énd that
" any or all of'thgsé'arﬁifacts could be intrusive since they were recovered from

an aféa~immédiateiy.under a portion of the black soii aﬁd mortar ]ayer'which Qas

Verybloose and contained many 1arge‘stones. |

The sma;l~§ize of the particles composiné the dull brown soil layer, as well’

.as‘thé similafity between its éolor»and those of ghe surrounding bright brown $oil‘
" and undisturbed subsoil.layers (see pp. 76 & 83), indiecate that the -dull brown

5oi1 layer may have been created by the erosion of soil from thé.two'surrouhding
ilayérs. Thé small particléigize of the grey éoil layer indicates that it too. 

may be eroded soil.‘ The grey color mlght be the results of leaching from the -

immedlately above black soil and mortar layer and/or of the natural deposition of
'organlc materlal such as leaves on_and intq the eroded soil. The §light depres-
~ sion in which tﬁe brick feature was constfucted wouldAbe subject to erosion and

would act as a trap for leaves and similar organic material,

. Brick Feature (see figures 14, 24 and 25)
DeScfiEtibn - | | o |
The brick fea#uré was found in“trencﬁ II and consists of a single lgyéf of -

one rounded stone and‘a.number of. Brickbéts“arranged basically into pairs-éhe
behind.thebother; The feature is'h.feet long and approximitely 1 foot wide. No
mortar was'f;und;betweén them. Neither the brieks nor the one stone were removed

or picked up to determine what 5011 was under them;. However, a CCC trench pasoing
1mmedlately adgacent to the feature revealed the undlsturbed subsoil layer (see p ?8 )
at the same depth as the bottom edges of the brlcks. so it is assumed that they .

are -on, or almost .on, this layer. | A

A number of jumbled brick fragments and stones (some whole and some frag-




figure 23
northeast bastion, trench I looking nnw

CCC test trenches exposed and cleaned out

figure 24

northeast bastion, trench II
overhead view of the brick feature with depression

wall on left and CCC trench bottom on right
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mentary) were.found at the same deptn as, and edjacent to, the’brick feature\in
trench‘II and extendiné into trench II1; three or_four'stones were found directly -
on top of tbe brick feature, The stones were both angular .and rounded. A‘few of
them, excluding those lying on the brick feature.'had;mortar‘adhering. In con-'
'trast, most of the stones in the black soil and mortal layer and brown soil and
: mortar layer did have mortar adhering. These two layers also contalned fewer
brick fragments than those found in the brick feature and the jumbled brick and
‘stone deposit. o - |
In trench II bits of brickAwere>found_in the, undisturbed subsoils la&er
(see p. 78) in'the bottom of the CCC trench immediately adjacent to the brick
feature and the Jumbled brick. In trench:Ii the brick feature and jumbled brick
and stone are set in a slight depre551on apparently dellberately cut into the un-
disturbed sub5011 and brlght brown soil layers. The average v1s1ble depth_of the
depression is 4 inches, Tbe maximum visibie }ength_and width of it are 9 and &4
feet‘respectively. ‘No artifacts were'foﬁno in direct association with the brick
feature, |

Interpretation'

Based on its positlon relative to the other dep051ts in trenches II and IIT
- the feature was deposited sometime in the 1?56-1934 perlod
: The fact'that the brick feature and the jumbled brick and stone are covered

byrtwo?distinct soil layers, and that they.differ from the black so0il and mortar
layer in the anount'of brick'and'unmortared stone they contain; indicates that
the brick feature and Jumbled brick ‘and -stone are most 11kely the results of a
distinct eplsode of deposltlon unrelated to the depositlon of the black soil and
mortar layer and brown sonl and mortar 1ayer rather than the. earlier stagé in an

”activity also involving the dep051t10n of the 1atter two 1ayers. The'orientation
of the brlck and stone composing the brick feature Jndlcates that the brlck and

: stone were carefully laid in ‘their present posltlon and thus are the undlsturbed
remains of some sort of structure. The fact that the stone and brlck in the

brick feature and Jumbled deposit are identical, that_both occur at the same
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Adepth and inside the depreseion, aod that-the duil broﬁn soil layer covers botb‘
seemslto indicate that the brick feature and the jumbled.brick and stone are the
remains of_a single structure., The brick bits found'in the bottom of the CCC trench
may indicete tbat alportion of this feature was completely removed by'excavation
of this. trench., Since it could date as early as 1756 the feature could conceivably
be the remains of a 1756—1758 powder magazine or other qtructure. ‘However{ it could

Just as 93511y be the remains of a 19th or even 20th century structure, -

" Bright Brown Soil Layer (see figures 13 and 14)

This 1ayer consists if a browniéh yellow soil oontaining no specks of mortar
. or organic material. It is sllghtly brighter than the dull brown soil layer. No
artlfacts were recovered from it., _ ‘ ’

The bright.brown leyer wasfdeposited sometime in the 1756-1934 period based
on its position relative to the other deposits in trenches II and ITI, It is
A'uncertaln whether the layer was dep051ted by man or nature. . It could have been
deposited before the depression in whlch the brick. feature is located was planned,

or it could-have_been dellberately deposited as a part of the structure represented

by the brick feature.

Organic Lens (see figures.16—18, 20-22) -
. Descrigtion - . : |

The organic iens was found in tbe square and.trenches v, V,‘VI; VIII and
IX. ¥ts desoription is the sa@e as that of the organic;iens found in the south-
Qest'bastion e#cept that scattered pieoes:of.black fibrous organic materialdware'
also found in.it. The éradn of‘the fibrous material is .oriented in a number of
different directions; A slight gap between the lens and the ex1st1ng bastion
wall was found in trenches IV, V and VI, In trenches IV and V the 1ens ends at
Athe mlddle of, or slightly below, a llp 1n the existing wall. No lip was presont
.in that portlon'of the wall exposed by trenoh VI. A square iron nail, probably

of the 1700-o.1850 hahd wrought type, and a plece of apparently native chert or
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flint were recovered from the lens,

Interpretation

As in fhe southwest bastion, theioréanic 1eﬁ$ in the northeaét bastion is

an aécumulation of topsoil and probasly was ﬁhe surface 6f the ground in 1756'-
before_construction of the fort was' begune. The horizontal and Vefticai orien-
: tatidh.of the 1ens; as well ;s theAfiﬁrous‘brganic material (which is indegd
'probéblf decayéd wobd) ihdicates:that it is almost geriainly.the “thin'layer.of
'decayéd wood™ showﬁ on £he 1934-6Archaeologica1 Plah.f It is assumed that.ih
1934 the lens:was simplyAmisinterpreted'as being composed spleiy of‘“deqayed
wopdﬂ_rather than topsoil containing_scattered pieces of“decayed wood,

| If the lens and fdeqayed wopd"';rﬁ the same dep;sit, and if the horizontal
distfibutién_of'this deposit is shown correctly on the_"AfchaéologiCal Plan,ﬁ
then it is pogéible'that thé absence of the organic 1ené'in the centers of both
this.;nd the southwest bastion could be the.result éf-its removal dufing the con-

structibn of structures in'thesé locations sometime before 1934,

- Curved Disturbancé (éee figufe 20)

This diéturbanée.was.found in trench VIII and consists of a relativély
iong and curved deposit of material darker than,Abgt’othérwise similar to, the
Aorganiq léné. Tack of fime made it»impossible‘tp.obtain the measurements of this
qisturﬁaﬁce. Th; disturbance opens onto tﬁé organicjlens. No artifacts were
recovered, | | .

The irregular configuration of thé-disturbanpe iﬁdidates that it is most
'1ikely a tree root mold. TheAtrce could have been present either befofe ané/@r

‘after 1756,
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'Undisturbed Subsoil Layer; Concentfation‘gf Stonesy

Hard Pan (see figures.12~22)

.

DeScriptions»

A Thé‘undisturbed subsoil layer was found‘in the square aﬁd all trenches.
The hard pan was found in trencheé I1I, Iv;‘V.VVI;.VIII and IX, Bofh deposits
. are identical in»aépearance to theig coﬁnterparts in the southwest bastion, 1In
trenéh'i two piéces 6f~unglazed.brick. two piecés of mortar (all of 18th, 19tﬁ
or 20th century déte), two sguare-iron nails (apparéntly 19th or 20th centﬁry
maqhine cut) and one 19th ceﬁﬁury-c.191? uncolored glass bottle néck were féund
Just in the surface of the undisturbéd.subspil layer,-immédiately beneath.ihe
_ subsoil fills léyerf In'trénch IV'a.very slight color différence in that portion
of the undisturbéd subsoil layer-immediately adjacent to thé existing bastion
wall was found. The color change began at the top of the undlsfurbed subsoil
layer and ended at the bottom of the existing wall.> In trenches IV and V that
portion of the existing wgll covered by the undisturbed subsoil'layer was less
c;réfully congtructed than the por#ion-above the wall;s projecting lip. |

Thelcongehtration of stones was found "in trench V. It coﬂsists 6f,a low

deposit of juﬁbled stones. beginning immediately adjaéent to the(eiisting bastion
wallland ending 7 feet from the wali. It is at ihe same depth as the bottom of
this wall} The stones are surrounded- by undlsturbed subsoil layer soil but are
very close to the hard pan. A very sllght color change in that portion of the
undlsturbed_subsoil.layer surround;ng this stone concentratlon was notlced._

.'.Interpreﬁations

As in ﬁhe'southwést,bastion; the hard pan is définitely, and the-undisturbed
subsoil_layerlaimdst ceftainly, undisturbed subsoil pfesent before-construction
of ﬁhe fort waé begun. The context of the artifacts found in trench I 1n the
northeast bastlon indjcates that they were probably d9p051ted by the ccc sometlme
1n the 1934~1937 period. The dlfference in the exlstlng bastion wall 'S stone
work most 11kely indicates that the organic lens was the ground surface in at

‘least this portion of the bastion for all or part of the_1756-1758 occupation

]
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of the fortf"Tho vefy'sliggt color cgénge noticed in trench IV may be natorall
or coold indicate the presence of a construction trench oxcavoted in order to
build the eﬁisting bastion wall, If this is.tho case, the presence of a con-
structioo.trench would ‘indicate that tﬁé organic lens was actually depositod
after ooﬁstruction of.the_fort was begun rather_than.befofe because the organic
-lens éxteods.qnintéfrupted over the aiieged trench, Althoﬁgh the concentration
of stonos is probably a natural pre-1756 doposit (Indoed, the fact that the
:bottoﬁ_stonés.of the bastion wall and the.higﬁest stoheo of the concentration
of ‘stones are at about the same level.sug&ests that the dlgglng of the bastion
wall's constructlon trench was’ stopped when the concentratlon of stones was
| struck.), the very sllght color change in the 5011 around it could 1nd1cate that .
1t was actually deposlted by man (Bastian- 19?3b Bastian: 1973 1nterv1ew) If
‘thls were'the case then the stone could have been discarded as excess material
during tHe construction_of thoieXisting walle At the same time, the deoositioo
of the stones by man would again iodicaté that the organic lens was deposited

after construction of the fort was begun rather than before,

" RECOMMENDAT IONS FOR FUTURE ARCHAEOLOGICAL INVEST IGATTONS

Th@ée.rocommondatjons.deal,only with thé fort propers. No priority has . .
been assigned to the rocommendations exceptbfor‘the first two,
jA. A Since the‘"soldiors' barracks" will.apparently be the first portion of
the fort to be reconstructed, it is suggested that they be the flrst areas
:explored by any new archaeological progect. Although both barracks were
supposedly completely excavated by the CCC the prOJect JUQt completed has
shown that the CCC did overlook important- evidence in both bastions explored.
It is Just as possible that ‘evidence in either or both of the barracks was
also missed, The possibility that a full or partiallcellar existed in

either or both of the barracks should not be discounted.,
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. While it may not be }easiblé‘{o combletély exéﬁvate evén'dne of the
Barracks; it is suggested that at least two.more teét'trenqhes be excavated
in the easterﬁAbarracks to éupplement the éne excavated there in 1971 by
the Maryland Geological Sufvey. One tfench could be cut ih the center and
one:iq the northernmost quarter of the barracks for maximum coverége. Both
should éut the‘barracks widthwisé (roughly west to east) and extend beyond
Botﬁ barracks' walls about five feet., In the wgstegn.barracks three tfqnches.'
sﬁould be ekcavated in gpproximately tHe same pbsition as those in the eastern
barracks,

- Before any arcﬁaeologiqal-ﬁérk other»than the invgstigation of the

"soldiers" barracks“_takes place, a study should be made of deeds, wills,

* insurance policies, tax records, etc. from the earliest extant through the

- year in which the State of MAfyland obtained the fort site. At the same time

records:of alterations, étc. done while the fort -has been in State hands

should also be studied, This would almost certainly provide archaeologists

with invaluable infofmation onlthe non~military pe}iods-of'OCCUpation of the
fort site énd on the néturé and location of buildings and other featur§s 
which_ﬁéy be found by the archaeblqgists. Because of the41afge‘amount of
time and specialized re#earch kpowlédge fequired for such a study, this Qork
should be Qomaby an historian rather than an archaeolbgiét; |

'One test trench should be excavated in each of the three sections of .the

© nofficers' guarters." Again, this would be to determine whether or not

this building was completely excavated-b& the CCC. .Since this building

‘was apparently used as a storehouse during the French and Indian War, the

possibility-that any. or ‘all of these three sections contained a cellar over-

looked'by'the CCC'does exist. _Testing shpuld also be done in the front. of

this building in an effort to locate evidence of porches, stairs, ete,.
The presence or absence 6f‘an outer ditgh around the fort must be estab-
Yished. This can be most quickly determined by using a cOmbinatidn of

aerial photography (as suggested by the State Archaeologist) and test

]
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should be excavated by hand, Eventually the entire ditch (if it exists at

“wall in most or all of the fort., The poséibility that a ditch existed

complete absence of a ditch or thé presence of a ditch completely encir=

. imately 20 feet wide and should extend from the foot .of the fort wall to

the foot of. the barr#cks"foundation. "This would be done in order to ex=

81
trenches, The aerial photog}aphs.would have the advantage of providiﬁg an
immediate view of the entire fort area. The situation indicated by the
photographé could then be confirmed by excavating at leastnthreeltrenéhes.
To_saye time these trénches,could‘be excavated withja béckhoe. The exterior

main gate area as well as any anomalies indicated by the aerial photographs

éll) should be excavated in order to determine with all poésible certainﬁy
its original position, to uﬁdﬁvef any structural'evidence pre;ent, and to
obtain any artifacﬁs present, ) |
This work is of greét importance in determinihg ﬁhe Qriginal Cross
section of fhe fort walls., “The complete abs;nce of a ditch wﬁuld argue
most strongiy against there originally bqing an éarth‘fill between two
retaiﬂiﬁg Qalls intany barﬁ of the fort, A ditch cbmpletely encircling the

fort would argue most. strongly in favor of there originally being such a

around only>aAportion(s) of the fort should not be discounted, and the
discovery 6f such a situation would make extensive'explorétion of the -in-

terior dflthe,fort for wall construction evidence imperative, Even the

ciingithe.fort.dqes not do away with the need for somé investigation of‘thé
inpefior for£ wall area to detérmine with as mucﬁ certainty as pbssibie_
the wall cross section. |

An excavation should be conducted between ét;least one of the three bar-

racks' foundatiohs and the fort wall. The arearexposed should be approx-

pose a large enough area to determihe.thé'original'cross section of the.
fort wall.“Care would have to be taken.in differéntiating any evidence o
of the platforms built by the CCC while restoring the fort walls from

earlier structures, The pbssibility that the cross section of the wall
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'Avarled from section to sectlon even during the French and Indlan war oc~-

cupation should not be dlscounted and argues in favor of such wide cuts

>being.made adjacent to all four curtain walls,

Both the southwest and northeast bastions should be completely ex-
cavated becéuse the complex archaeological deposits there will be under-

stood only after they have been entirely exposed. Because the archaeclogical

"record in the southwest bastlon seems clearer, thls bastion should be com-
' pletely“excavated-before'any ‘work is commenced in the.northeast. ' The inw

formation uncovered in the southwest bastion should be invaluable in inter-

preting the more confusing déposits,in the northeast bastion and may indi=-

. cate where to look for 18th century deposit$ or features not yet discovered.

.Bothbthe southeast and hdrthwest bastions should be tested_io determine
the nature of thei? archaeolégical deposits, The large nﬁmber of pre-193h
trees in the southeasi bastion.suggesté that CCC excavation there was mini-
mal; thué.ephancing thé'possibility-of finding undisturﬁed.18th Ceﬁ#ury
deposits. | ‘ -

Tgstinglghould beAdoneAinsiaé the fort onlboth sides of the main gate,

Both Messrs. Emil Kish and Roés Kimme1>hav¢ suggested the poSsibility that

"Ffench and Indian War structures’existed here.

Completely excavate the "trash 1ayer" found in the wouthwest bastlon."

-.This will 1nd1cate the date of this deposlt beyond andy reasonable doubt,.

prov1de a large number of artlfacts of known date for study and dlsplay, and

if the dep051t 'does pre-date 1770, give some indication of the original grade

. of the fort's 1nterlor.

Provision should be made specifically for properly conserving, identifying
and interpreting the artifacts recovered by this project and ail,future

projects. All artifacts are meaningless unless properly identified and'

. interpreted. Particularly in the case of metallic and organic artifacts,

: cdmplete‘deterioration is likely unless artifacts are pfoperly conserved§
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A RECOMMENDATION FOR MUSEUM DISPLAYS

A possibility would be the construction of a full scéle:soil crbss-section
- with ail-sfrata and features delineated and actﬁa1>értifacts protruding from
them. There is a very effective exhibit of this type at the Colonial Williams=-
burg visitors' center. The crogs-section could be a reproduction of a trench
.érofile actually eiposed during the project or a composite of deposits from
several ﬁrenéhes.'"Aiternatively a smaller scale cro;s-sectioﬂ could be pre-
" pared with actual artifacﬁs off t§ the side and connected to their réspectiQe
strata and features by arrows or lines..

A This.diéplay would not only give the visitor some'idea éf what was found
. by.the project, but could also be used to educate the visitor about basi&
archaeological princiﬁles such as rélative'age and the use of artifacts and.

documents to date strata and features,
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